THE SOLICITORS’ fOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. ([Vol. 56.] 545 





~ furie t, 1912. 








LEGAL & GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED 1856, 





THE 


PERFECTED SYSTEM 
oF 


LIFE 
ASSURANCE. 











£8,250,000. 
£1,101,000, 


Total Funds 
Income, 1911 


TRUSTEES. 
THE EARL OF HALSBURY. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice DEANE. 
RoMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P. 
CaHas. P. JOHNSON, Esq., J.P. 
ROBERT YOUNGER, Esq., K.C. 
DIRECTORS. 
Deputy-Chairman, 
CHARLES P. JOHNSON, Esq., J.P. 
Grant-Meek, A., Esq., J.P. (Devizes), 
Haldane, Francis G., Esq., W.8. 
Masterman, Henry’ Chauncy, Esq. 
Rawle, Thomas, Esq. 
Rider, Jno. E. W., Esq. 
Saltwell, Wm. Henry, Esq. 
Tweedie, R. W., Esq. 
Younger, Robert, Esq., K.C. 


Chairman. 

RoMER WILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., J.P. 
Buckmaster, 8. O., Esq., K.C., M.P. 
Chadwyck-Healey, Sir Charles E. H. 

K.C.B., K.C. 

Channell, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 
Deane, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 

» Esq. 
Finch, Arthur J., Esq., J.P. 
Follett, John 8., Esq., J.P. 
Frere, John W. C., Esq. 


BONUS RECORD. 
36/- % per annum, compound. 
58/- % ,, 
38/- % 
38/- % 
38/- % 


WHOLE LIFE ASSURANCE AT MINIMUM COST UNDER 
THE SOCIETY’S PERFECTED MAXIMUM TABLE. 





1891 
1896 
1901 
1906 
i911 - - 


ALL CLASSES OF LIFE ASSURANCE AND 
ANNUITIES GRANTED. 





ESTATE Policies are granted at specially low rates 
ee 


for Non-Profit Assurances, and these are 
DUTIES. particularly advantageous for the purpose 
—_—_—— 


of providing Death Duties and portions 
for younger children. 


These are granted in large or small 
amounts on Reversionary Interests of all 
kinds and other approved Securities, and 
transactions will be completed with a 
minimum of delay. 


LOANS. 


Heap Orrice: 10, FLEET ST., LONDON, E.C. 























The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1857.) 
LONDON, JUNE 1, I912 


*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles sent by writers who are not on 


the regular staff of the JOURNAL, 
All letters intended for publication must be authenticated by the name 


of the writer. 


GENERAL HEADINGS. 


CURRENT TOPICS 5 | LEGAL News 
INTEREST ON ARREARS OF ANNUITIES 548 | COURT PAPERS 
REVIEWS 549 | WINDING-UP NOTICES 
CORRESPON DENCE 
PE Serer se 

PUBLIC GENERAL STATUTES. 


Cases Reported this Week. 


Ball v. William Hunt & Son (Lim.) 

Cowern v. Nield s 

E. W. Fisher & Sons, Re 

Macdonald or Duris v. Wilson’s and Clyde Coal Co 

Pennington v. Cayley 

Prigoshen, Re 

Scottish Shire Line (Lim.) and Ovhers v. London and Pro- 
vincial Marine and General Insurance Co. (Lim.) 

Struve’s Trusts, Re ...........cccccseveecsserseseres Liseseneesecesessenees 

Teale, Re. Ex parte the Trustee v. Union of London 
and Smiths Baok .............:0:c0-seeseeseseercnensceeseerseees sense 

The Master and Fellows of St. Catherine’s College, Cam- 


bridge v. Greensmith 





Just published, price 6d. 
INDEX TO ARTICLES, &c, OF PERMANENT 
UTILITY FOR REFERENCE, 
contained in 
THE SoLtciTors’ JOURNAL, Vols. 48 to 55 (Nov., 1903, to Oct., 1911). 
SoLicirors’ JOURNAL OFFICE, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 











Current Topics. 


The Cause Lists. 
THE PRINTING of the cause lists is again behindhand, and it is 


stated that they will not be issued until Friday afternoon, too 
late for reproduction this week. 


The Land Registry. 

WE REGRET to find that the Registrar of the Land Registry 
—hitherto honourably distinguished by his avoidance of the 
arts of advertisement and puffery—has at last been driven to 
follow, to some extent, the example of the Public Trustee. We 
have received from him a memorandum (surmounted by the 
Royal Arms) “on the facilities afforded by the Land Transfer 
Acts for cheapening and simplifying dealings with land.” The 
memorandum is enclosed in a letter addressed to the Editor, and, 
presumably, was sent to other journals, lay as well as professional, 
with a view to being laid before their readers. We propose 
to consider the memorandum next week, but we may point 
out that special emphasis is laid on the procedure for registration 
of title being carried through by the landowner himself, and on 
an absolute title being easy to obtain ona purchase. “Short 
simple forms of conveyance and mortgage are issued by the 
Registry, and are sufficient for ordinary transactions . Fall 
information as to procedure is given in reply toinquiry , . . 
Landowners can conduct inquiries or transactions either through 
their solicitors or personally themselves, as they may prefer.” 
And in a note to the table of costs of registration it is 
temptingly pointed out that where legal assistance is dispensed 
with, the fourth column of the table—“ Solicitors’ Fees ”—is 
saved, “reducing ‘the vendor's costs to nil and the purchaser’s 


to the registry fee only.” 
Statutory Leases by Mortgagors. 

THE TENDENCY of modern legislation is to intervene between 
contracting parties, such as mortgagor and mortgagee, vendor 
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and purchaser, and to introduce terms into the contract which 
it may ordinarily be assumed are within the general intention 
of the parties; and no doubt this has been instrumental in 
shortening the provisions of deeds. It is only necessary to 
insert the special provisions of the particular contract, leaving 
its usual incidents to be supplied by statute. Especially has 
this been the case in mortgages, but it is important that third 
parties should not be concerned to see whether the statutory 
requirements are duly observed, and in the recent case of Public 
Trustee v. Tawrence (ante, p. 504) a useful decision on this point 
has been given by SwinFeN Eapy, J. Under section 18 of 
the Conveyancing Act, 1881, a mortgagor in possession can 
grant all ordinary leases, other than mining leases, and the lease 
itself will shew, as to most of the statutory requirements, whether 
they have been complied with. But this is not so as regards 
sub-section 11, which directs that within one month after 
the making of the lease, the mortgagor shall deliver the 
counterpart to the mortgagee ; and accordingly it was enacted 
that the lessee shall not be concerned to see whether this 
provision is complied with. By sub-section 14, it is provided 
that the mortgage deed may confer on the mortgagor or mort- 
gagee further powers of leasing, and such further powers are to 
be exerciseable as if conferred by the Act, unless a contrary 
intention is expressed in the mortgage deed. In Public Trustee 
v. Lawrence (supra), the statutory power was extended by the 
mortgage deed to leases for any term not exceeding 1,000 years, 
and an express provision for delivery of a counterpart to the 
mortgagee was inserted, though without the statutory words 
exempting the lessee from seeing that this was complied with. 
The learned judge held, however, that the statutory provisions 
applied to a lease under the special extended power, as well as 
to one under the original statutory power. Hence, it was 
unnecessary for the lessee to prove that a counterpart of 
the lease had been delivered to the mortgagee. 


Rent-charges and Increment Value Duty. 


WE PUBLISHED last week (anée, p. 534) a correspondence with 
the Inland Revenue Commissioners, which is important in respect 
of the liability of ground rents and rent-charges for increment 
value duty. Under section 1 (a) of the Finance Act, 1910, an 
occasion for payment of the duty arises on the sale of the fee 
simple of land or any interest therein; and by section 41, 
“interest ” in relation to land is defined to include a reversion 
expectant on the determination of a lease, but not any other 
interest in expectancy on any purely incorporeal hereditament. 
The phrase “purely incorporeal hereditament” is probably 
intended to distinguish between reversions and remainders and 
incorporeal hereditaments proper. A corporeal hereditament is 
land or an estate in land entitling the owner to pussession--such 
estates, that is, as were formerly transferred by livery of seisin. 
Remainders, while they exist as such, do not give possession, and 
they lie in grant ; but they will give possession in the future, 
and practice varies as to whether they ought to be classed as 
incorporeal or not. But rights which will never give possession 
of the land, such as rent-charges, are universally acknowledged to 
be incorporeal, and there can be no doubt that the draftsman 
of the statute used the phrase “purely incorporeal 
hereditament” to denote hereditaments of this nature. Other 
purely incorporeal hereditaments are seignories and advow- 
sons; and modern practice includes easements, though this is 
sometimes questioned, on the ground that an easement is simply 
a right attached to a corporeal hereditament. At any rate the 
language of the Finance Act shews that a rent-charge is not an 
“jnterest ” in land, and no occasion for the payment of increment 
value duty arises on the sale of a rent-charge. This was the posi- 
tion taken up by our correspondents and assented to by the 
Commissioners. 


Ground Rents and Increment Value Duty. 


AS REGARDS their technical incidents, ground rents are, of 
course, quite different from rent-charges. A ground rent is 
incident to the reversion, and however long the lease may be, 
the owner of the term holds under the reversioner, and the 
latter does not rank as the mere owner of the rents, but as the 





owner of the land. Under section 27 (1) of the Finance Act, 
1910, the Commissioners are to serve a copy of the provisional 
valuation on the “owner” -of the land, and from the corre- 
spondence above referred to it would seem that they consider 
themselves bound to serve the owner of a freehold reversion 
subject to a lease for 999 years, although the greater part of the 
term is unexpired. But this seems to be inconsistent with 
section 41, where “owner” is defined to mean the person 
entitled in possession to the rents and profits of the land in 
virtue of any estate of freehold, “except that where land is 
let on lease for a term of which more than fifty years are 
unexpired, the lessee under the lease, or, if there are two or 
more such leases, the lessee under the last created under-lease, 
shall be deemed to be the owner, instead of the person 
entitled to the rents and profits as aforesaid.” This seems 
to shew that under the circumstances in question the lessee, and 
not the freeholder, is the person on whom the provisional valua- 
tion should be served, and the statement of the Commissioners to 
the contrary requires explanation. Since, however, as they point 
out, the rules for the collection of increment value duty forbid 
the attempt to assess the duty in cases where the actual interest 
of the reversioner in the land is so remote, the service of the pro- 
visional valuation is a mere formality, and the reversioner is not 
concerned to inquire as to its correctness. The value of the 
ground rent on a sale does not, in fact, depend at all upon the 
particular site value, but upon circumstances affecting this 
class of investment generally at the time. 


Senator Smith and the Titanic Disaster. 


Ir CANNOT be said that the oration with which Senator Smiru 
thought fit to herald the presentation of his committee’s report 
to the American Senate has done anything to remove the not very 
favourable opinion which was created by some of the questions 
he put to witnesses at the inquiry over which he presided. High- 
coloured “‘journalese” and glowing rhetoric of the kind which gifted 
schoolboys in the lower forms employ at their first debating society 
are its chief characteristics, and have helped to discount the vigor- 
ous attack on the Board of Trade with which it commences. In 
view of the fact that an English tribunal is at present engaged in 
inquiring into the conduct of our Board of Trade in connection 
with this very wreck, such language on the part of a respon- 
sible official of the American Senate shews scant respect for the 
recognized rules of international comity. When one sovereign 
State considers that it has reason to complain of the conduct of 
some department in the Executive Government of another and 
friendly State, the course which it ought to pursue is quite clear. 
Its diplomatic representative should be instructed to ask for an 
inquiry by that State into the alleged conduct of its subordinate 
department ; until that inquiry has been held, and the results 
reported to the aggrieved State, all further criticism should be 
stayed; it is only in the event of the action taken upon the 
completion of the inquiry proving unsatisfactory that any 
further representations or remonstrances are proper. Since, 
however, no one is likely to take seriously the flamboyant 
rhetoric of Senator SMITH, it is not necessary for England to feel 
aggrieved by his breach of recognized international etiquette. 


The American Committee’s Report on the Disaster. 


WHATEVER ADVERSE criticism is passed on Senator SmiTH’s 
oration, none is due to that admirably drafted and extremely 
correct document, the report of his committee. This report 1s 
unstained by any reference to the Board of Trade or criticism of 
English administration. It confines itself to some extremely 
shrewd comments on the course of events which led up to the 
disaster, and to some very able practical suggestions for the 
avoidance of similar catastrophes in future. Whatever view 
Lord Mersgy may take_he cannot fail to derive assistance from 
the summary contained in the report. The leading sugges 
tions may be briefly enumerated. In the first place, it is shewn 
that the watertight compartments never, in fact, fulfilled their 
function ; the bulkheads were not fitted with springs which enabled 
the doors to be closed quickly enough after the order to do so was 
given ; obviously a close inspection and trial of such fittings should 
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port. Then it is pointed out convincingly that no adequate 
arrangements at present exist to warn all passengers of 
immediate danger, and to assign to each a definite place on a par- 
ticular deck near a numbered boat ; a system of this kind, tested 
now and then so as to afford a means of wreck discipline, would 
obviate all confusion and disorder in an actual crisis. Again, it 
is convincingly demonstrated that a simple device would have 
saved many wore lives—-the lowered life-boats ought to have 
pulled away to one spot fixed beforehand, there concentrated 
all passengers on board them into a few of their number very 
closely packed, and sent back the remainder to effect a second 
rescue. These practical suggestions as to possible lines of reform 
in the existing life-saving discipline are worth ten times as much 
as Senator SmiTH’s declamation about “ underpaid telegraphists’ 
and “inexperienced junior officers.” 


Crossing Cheques. 


WE HAVE been familiar for some time with the request, 
contained in the demand note for public taxes and sums due to 
public bodies, that a cheque given in payment must be crossed 
“Account of ——-— at ——— Bank,” and our experience of 
late rather shews that this mode of crossing is gradually becoming 
extended. It seems desirable to consider the effect of crossing 
a cheque “ Account payee ” or “ Account A B,” or more properly 
“ Account of payee, only.” -In National Bank v. Silke (1891, 1 Q. B. 
435)a cheque was crossed by the drawers “ Account of (M| National 
Bank, Dublin,” and it was held by the Court of Appeal that the 
crossing of a cheque in this way did not restrain its transferability. 
As to this, Fry, L J., said, “I am inclined to think that section 8 
{of the Bills of'Exchange Act, 1882} divides bills into three classes 
—bills not negotiable, bills payable to order, and bills payable to 
bearer ; so that a bill payable to order must always be negotiable. 
But, assuming that a bill payable to order can be made not negoti- 
able, under section 8, sub-section 1, I am clearly of opinion that the 
words used in the present case neither prohibit transfer nor 
indicate an intention that the cheque should not be transferable. 
Much more definite words must be used to counteract the 
effect of the cheque boing expressed to be payable to order.” 
“Lam not satisfied,” said Linptey, L.J., “that any words other 
than the words ‘not negotiable,” which are prescribed by the 
Act, will be sufficient to make such a cheque not negotiable. I 
will, however, assume, without deciding, that” {under the 
provisions of section 8, sub-sections 1 and 4 of ths above- 
mentioned Act] “you can draw a bill expressed to be payable 
to order or to bearer, and yet make it not transferable ; though 
I am disposed to think that you cannot. But if you can, 
there must be plain words prohibiting transfer or shewing an 
intention that the bill shall not be transferable. Ambiguous words 
will not do. Now do the words in the present case prohibit 
transfer of the cheque and indicate an intention that it shall 
not be transferable ? They amount to nothing more 
than a direction to the plaintiffs to carry the amount of the 
cheque to M’s account when they have received it.” At 
the date of this decision, therefore, it must be taken as 
settled that the mode of crossing a cheque above mentioned was 
ineffectual, and the question is whether the practice of crossing 
a cheque “Account of payee only,” has subsequently reached 
the stage of being recognized by custom, so as to put a trans- 
feree or a banker collecting the cheque for another account 
on enquiry. 


The Effect of Crossing ‘‘ Account of Payee 
Only.”’ 

Trt WOULD rather seem, from the decision in Bevan v. The 
National Bank (Limited), (23 T. L. R. 65) that this recognition has 
arisen. In that case CHANNELL, J., is reported to have said 
that the crossing “ Account of payee ” was “not provided for by 
the Bills of Exchange Act. It had grown up in order further 
to protect the drawer of a cheque against the consequences of it 

ing lost or stolen. It was a direction to the receiving banker 
that the drawer desired to pay the particular cheque into the 
bank which kept the account of the payee. To disregard a 
direction of that kind, if the banker had information which 
might lead him to think that the account into which he was 
Paying the amount was not the payee’s account, would, in his 


opinion be negligence.” We have not discovered any other 
reported decision, and we do not see that the Bills of Exchange 
(Crossed Cheques) Act, 1906, directly affects the matter. i) 
shall be glad to learn whether there is any other authority on the 
subject. 


Right of Directors to Abstain from Dividing 
Profits of Company. 

In DAYS when a large proportion of the savings of the 
community is invested in the shares of joint-stock. companies, 
the dividends declared by directors often disappoint the expect- 
ations of particular shareholders, who occasionally take sietee 
as to whether a prosperous company can be compelled to 
distribute as dividends the accummulated amount standing to 
the credit of the profit and loss account. The latest English 
authorities upon this subject, and especially the case of Burland 
v. Earle (1902, A. C. 83), lay down clearly the rule that, whether 
the whole or any part of the profits should be divided, or what 
portion should be divided and what portion retained, are entirely 
questions of internal management which the shareholders must 
decide for themselves, subject to any restrictions or directions 
contained in the articles of association or by-laws of the 
company, and the court has no jurisdiction to control or review 
their decision or to say what is a “fair” or “reasonable” sum to 
remain undivided or what reserve fund may be “properly” 
required. The rule in the American courts appears to be 
different. In an action brought recently against an insurance 
company by some of its stockholders, the Court of Chancery of 
New Jersey decided in favour of the stockholders, holding that 
equity would compel a corporation to declare dividends where 
there was a sufficient surplus above the necessities of the cor- 
porate business, and that dividends could not be withheld 
arbitrarily or unreasonably. In the case under eonsideration the 
directors of the Prudential Company of America passed a 
resolution providing that a large surplus fund should be 
assigned and apportioned between the deferred dividend 
policy-holders and the stockholders: 90 per cent. to the 
policy-holders and 10 per cent. to the stockholders. It was 
further resolved that the surplus assigned and apportioned to 
the stockholders should not be declared as a dividend, but should 
be added to the “contingency surplus” of the company, this 
surplus being designed “to meet liabilities which might arise 
from earthquakes, pestilence, and other unforeseen and fortuitous 
circumstances.” The court held that the case made by the 
complainants put it upon the defendants to satisfy the court 
that after having made this ean to the stockholders, it 
was still necessary that the fund so assigned should be taken 
from them and added to the general surplus. “No reason 
or excuse is given for placing this fund in the contingency 
surplus and withholding it from the stockholders, except that 
the money may be needed at some time in the future to meet a 
line of contingencies which never yet has happened, and which 
appear, as contingencies, to be very remete. Such action on the 
part of the company seems to amount to an arbitrary and 
improper withholding of profits from the stockholders, not for 
any illegal or immoral purpose, but in order to retain posses-ion 
of the fund and quiet a groundless fear that the money may 
some day be needed.” We doubt very much whether this 
reasoning would be accepted by the English courts. Reserve 
funds are recommended by our more experienced financiers, and 
a distribution of the profits without any limitation would often 
encounter the strongest disapproval. The question, in the 
absence of mala fides, is whether the decision of the directors 
with regard to the dividend was within the scope and ambit of 
their authority; and this question can receive but one 
answer. 


The Gaming Act as a Defence. 

IN THE CASE of Pooley v. O'Connor (Times, May 24th), the Court 
of Appeal decided a point of some little importance in practice. 
The defendant had been sued for debt in the Liverpool Court 
of Passage, and—owing to a default in pleading—judgment was 
signed against him by surprise. There was no irregularity in 
the process of the court, such as entitles tbe victim to have the 





judgment set aside ex debito justitiae and unconditionally (Hughes 
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y. Justin, 1894, 1 Q. B. 667); there was merely an oppressive 
use of regular process such as enables a judge to set aside judg- 
ment on such terms as in his discretion he thinks fit. Upon an 
application to exercise his power of setting aside the judgment, 
the Liverpool judge did so, but imposed as a condition that the 
defendant should not be allowed to plead the Gaming Act. 
In so doing he followed, we fancy, a practice which is 
very common among masters in the King’s Bench Division, who, 
when they set aside a snapped judgment at the instance 
of the defendant, debar him from pleading the Statute of Frauds 
or the Statute of Limitations. These statutes, however, differ in 
two respects from the Gaming Acts. In the first place, they are 
merely procedural ; they do not avoid the contracts, but merely 
bar the remedy by action ; on the other hand, gaming contracts 
are avoided in addition to having actions brought to recover 
the wager barred. Secondly, the object of the Statutes of 
Frauds and of Limitations is merely to protect defendants from 
possible oppression ; it does not treat the recovery of a statute- 
barred debt as opposed to public policy. The object of the 
Gaming Acts, on the other hand, is to refuse the assistance of 
the courts to a class of contracts which the law regards with 
disfavour. When these differences are borne in mind, the 
common practice as to defences arising under the two older 
statutes is obviously inapplicable to a plea supported by the 
Gaming Acts. It is not surprising, therefore, that the Court of 
Appeal regarded the condition imposed as outside the power 
of the judge and discharged it. 








Interest on Arrears of Annuities. 


THE recent case of In re Salvin, Worseley v. Marshall (1912, 
1 Ch. 332) calls our attention to the strange rule of practice 
which denies to an annuitant interest on the unpaid instalments 
of his annuity after they have accrued due. Annuities are 
anomalous things, and their history as a form of property 


notoriously affords an interesting field for juridical research ; but 
the rule we have referred to is not by any means the least 
peculiar of the rules which the courts have laid down in relation 
to the rights of the annuitant. 

We propose in this article to make a brief, and we trust an 
accurate, investigation into the history of the development of 


this rule ; and to probe, as it were, its merits. If it has no 
merits, the reader would, no doubt, like to know why it ever 
came into existence. Let us preface, therefore, our investiga- 
tion by stating the conclusions to which we have come—viz., that, 
in the first place, the merits are not of a high order; and 
secondly, that no reasonable ground whatsoever can, with any 
degree of certainty, be assigned for the existence of the rule. It 
appears to us to be nothing more or less than a mere matter of 
evolution. 

This general rule of the court, that interest is not to be given 
to an annuitant on the arrears of his annuity, will be found laid 
down in most unequivocal terms by Lord CraNworTH in Torre 
v. Browne (1855, 5 H. L. C. 555, at p. 577), by Turner, L.J. ; 
in Mansfield v. Ogle (1859, 4 De G. & J. 38, at pp. 41, 42); by 
Lord CuEetmsrorp, L.C., in Blogg v. Johnson (1867, L. R. 2 Ch. 
App. 225, at p. 228), and by many other learned judges in 
numerous other cases to which it is unnecessary to refer. 

Interest is a thing pretty much in the discretion of the court, 
as was said by the court in the annuity case of Litton v. Litton 
(1 P. Wms. 542) so long ago as 1719. Like all discretions 
exercised judicially, the tendency in the case of this particular 
diseretion has been towards becoming a settled rule. What was, 
no doubt, at one time a mere discretion has by gradual degrees 
become little short of a rule of law—or perhaps more accurately, 
a rule of equity; certainly something more than what it is 
enerally ealled—a rule of practice. Three stages in the 
development of this discretion into a general rule are clearly 
traceable. 

First, we find the court denying the existence of any general 
rule. Thus, in Litton v. Litton (supra) interest is said to be in 
the discretion of the court. We are told that as the purpose of 
the annuity was for “the widow's bread,” that “that great 





master of equity,” Lord Chancellor Cowrsr, who had heard the 
circumstances and merits of the cause, made the defendant pay 
interest, and that the court allowed that decree to stand. Again, 
some twenty years later, Lord HARDWICKE in The Drapers’ 
Company v. Davis (1741, 2 Atk. 212) states clearly that there is 
no certain rule of the court for giving interest on arrears of an 
annuity, and discounts the soundness of making any distinction 
between cases where annuities arise upon contract and those 
where annuities are given voluntarily. 

The second stage in the development of the rule is marked 
by the more ready admission of the rule qua general rule, 
But the court lays stress on the existence of exceptions. The 
exceptions are very numerous. 

There is the exception where the annuity is given for main- 
tenance. Thus in Zhe Drapers’ Co. v. Davis (supra) Lord 
HARDWICKE shews a strong inclination towards supporting claims 
to interest where the annuity has been granted for the purposes 
of educating and maintaining the annuitant, or for the purpose 
of providing, as he described it, ‘‘ bread for the wife and child.” 
Some six years later, the same Lord Chancellor applied the 
principles he had laid down in The Drapers’ Co. v. Davis, and 
gave interest at the rate of four per cent. per annum in the 
ease of Newman v. Auling (1747, 3 Atk. 579). In the last- 
mentioned case the annuity had been granted by a father for the 
maintenance of his daughter and her husband, and the reason 
given by his lordship for allowing interest on the arrears was that 
the Court “had gone further ” where an annuity had been given 
for maintenance. 

There is also the exception in the case of the person charged 
with payment of the annuity coming to the court to be relieved 
from a legal penalty or forfeiture, which he has incurred or 
suffered for having made default in payment of the annuity. In 
the eighteenth and the early nineteenth centuries annuities were 
in practice frequently secured by bonds, and the non-payment 
of the annuity resulted in a claim at law to the penal sum men- 
tioned in the bond: see, ¢.¢., Lainson v. Lainson (No. 2, 1853, 18 
Beay. 7). As the penalty was generally largely in excess of the 
arrears of the annuity, the person seeking to escape the penalty 
had necessarily to come into equity. The court, on the principle 
that “he who seeks equity must do equity,” only allowed relief 
on the footing of the annuitant being satisfied both as regards 
arrears and interest. 

It is unnecessary to give further examples of the exceptions to 
the general rule against giving interest on annuity arrears. The 
two we have mentioned above are two of the most important. 
What we would call the reader’s attention to is the gradual 
disappearance, from one cause or another, of many of these 
exceptions. This gradual disappearance of the exceptions to the 
rule marks, as it were, the last stage in the development of 
the rule. 

Thus, we find the most important of all the exceptions, viz., 
the case of annuities given for maintenance, completely ruled out 
by judicial decision (see Torre v. Browne : 1855, 5 H. L. C. 556, 
at p. 578, per Lord CRaNWoRTH) ; and we find also that in actual 
practice annuities cease to be secured by bonds, so that the court is 
rarely called upon to exact interest from a defaulter as the terms 
for granting him relief from the enforcement of the penalty 
under the bond. And so by a kind of evolution the old discre- 
tionary power of giving interest in hard cases has become 4 
general rule that an annuitant is not to be allowed interest at all. 

As to the reason for the rule, we look in vain for any other 
explanation of its existence than that it has gradually been 
evolved. Possibly it may be that the courts originally regarded 
the giving of interest on overdue instalments of annuities as an 
unnecessary complication. This is suggested by the case of 
Battin vy. Earnley (1723, 2 P. Wms. 163), where the court objected 
that interest was only given where there were great arrears, and 
that it was not usual to compute interest on so small a sum. In 
that case, however, the annuity was very small—only £20 per 
annum ; and it was only three years in arrear. But in some 
cases arrears of annuities amount to tens of thousands of pounds, 
and the question of interest on such large sums cannot be said 
to be a matter beneath the dignity of the court. 

In quite recent times the rule has been criticized in more 
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than one case. In Re Hiscoe, HHiscoe v. Waite (1902, W. N. 49), 
KEKEWICH, J., pointed out that an annuity arising under a will 
was, after all, nothing more or less than a legacy payable by 
instalments, and that it is the ordinary practice to calculate 
interest on legacies, as a general rule, from twelve months after 
the testator’s death ; hence it was extremely difficult to see why the 
arrears of an annuity should not carry interest in the same way. 
His lordship, however, felt himself bound by the authorities, and 
interest was accordingly refused. 

In the last mentioned case the annuity arose under awill. In 
the recent case before Ever, J., Jn Re Salvin, Worseley v. Marshall, 
(1912, 1 Ch. 332), the annuity arose under a covenant entered 
into by the testator on his brother's marriage, whereby the testa- 
tor undertook to pay to trustees £400 per annum during the joint 
lives of his brother and the latter’s wife and the life of the survivor 
ofthem. An order was made in the usual form for the administra- 
tion of the testator’s personal estate. The master’s certificate 
found a certain sum due in respect of arrears, and these arrears 
had been duly provided for. The question for decision was 
whether interest ought to be allowed on these arrears. His 
lordship held that the case was one for the application of R. S. C. 
ord. 55, rr. 62 and 63, and consequently interest was allowed. 

By the light of these two last-mentioned cases the present 
position as regards an annuitant’s right to interest on arrears of 
his annuity has been made clear. The question depends on 
whether the annuity arises under a will—that is to say, isin the 
nature of a legacy ; or whether it is in the nature of adebt, as in 
the familiar case where a father covenants, on the marriage of his 
daughter, to pay her a life annuity. In the first case interest is 
not recoverable. In the second ease it is, at any rate after a 
judgment or an order in an action to administer the covenantor’s 
estate. 

We may be pardoned, perhaps, if we express a hope that some 
day interest will be allowed in the former case as well as in the 
latter ; for we are quite unable to see why pecuniary legatees 
ought to be preferred in this respect to annuitants, who are, as a 
general rule, persons standing higher in the testator’s scheme of 
bounty than those to whom he bequeaths lump sums. 








Reviews. 


Patents. 


Tue LAW AND PRACTICE RELATING TO LETTERS PATENT FOR INVEN- 
tions. By Rosert Frost, B.Sc., Barrister-at-Law. Fourtu 
Epition. Stevens & Haynes. 


The present is an opportune time for the appearance of a new 
edition of this well-known work. Although the third edition 
appeared so recently as 1906, and was an up-to-date and exhaustive 
treatise on the law of letters patent as it then stood, the subject was 
on the eve of many changes. The Patents and Designs Act of 1907 
was dealt with by the author by the immediate publication of a 
supplemental volume, the preface to which pointed out that, so far 
as the provisions of that Act were new, there was then no case law 
to be added. Since then we have had not only the small amending 
Act of 1908, but, far more important, a series of decisions which 
may be said to have settled the law in regard to some at least of the 
new provisions of 1907 ; and the time has therefore now come when 
a new edition of this useful work will be extremely welcome to the 
large body of lawyers and patent agents who have, since the publica- 
tion of the first edition in 1891, come to regard it as a leading text- 
book on the subject of patents. 

The production of the fourth edition is in every way worthy of the 
reputation acquired by “ Frost on Patents” in the past. Incorporating, 
as it does, all that. was contained in the supplemental volume on the Act 
of 1907, a considerable amount of re-writing has been found necessary, 
but the general arrangement of subjects in the two volumes, which was 
found so convenient when introduced in the third edition, has been 
preserved, to the great advantage of the large number of practitioners 
already familiar with this book. 

The new case law is adequately and carefully treated, considerable 
space being given to the important decisions of Parker, J., and of the 
successive Comptrollers, on the subject of Revocation of Letters Patent 
for inadequate working, while the provisions and practice as to the 
examination of specifications in regard to novelty are usefully dealt 
with. The forms and orders in the second volume have been revised 
and brought up to date, and we also notice some improvements and 


additions in regard to the older matter, such as the inclusion of the 
amending International Convention of 1900, the absence of which 
from the third edition occasioned some comment. < 

The paper and type are as good as ever, and the two volumes, 
in spite of the large amount of new matter, are hardly more bulky 
than before. This is due to the fact that much space has been saved 
by omitting the older Patent Acts which are now obsolete, and 
the statutory provisions relating to trade-marks, which were included 
in previous editions. 





Book of the Week. 


Statutes.—On the Interpretation of Statutes. By the late 
Sir Perer BENsoN MAXWELL, Chief Justice of the Straits Settlements. 
Fifth Edition, by the late F. Stroup, Barrister-at-Law, Recorder of 
Tewkesbury, Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Women Lawyers. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—I have read the letter of Mr. King on the above topic. Miss 
Orme may have been a pupil of Mr. Phipson Beale, but certainly 
was a pupil of Mr. Vaizey, as we may learn from the preface to his 
well-known book on Settlements. My old master, the late Matthew 
S. Fortescue Brickdale, had previously declined that honour. 

No doubt, as Mr. King points out, some solicitors did consult 
Miss Orme. But, on behalf of my brethren at the bar, I must 
protest that my contemporaries—with, perhaps, one or two isolated 
exceptions—were competent enough to transact their business 
without assistance. A. E. RANDALL. 

Lincoln’s-inn, May 29. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—Referring to my letter in your last issue, in case it might 
seein be of use to you, I enclose an extract relating to lady 
yarristers, Ricuarp Kina. 


May 23, 
The following is the extract referred to by our correspondent : 
NEWFOUNDLAND. 

LADY BARRISTERS (No. 16), This Act, after reciting that ‘‘it is 
desirable that women should not be excluded from practising at the 
Bar, nor from being enrolled as solicitors of any Court in this Colony,’ 
goes on to enact that where in No. 54 of the Consolidated Statutes 
(Second Series), entitled ‘‘ Of the Law Society Barristers and Solicitors,” 
the word “ person” occurs, it is to be held te extend to and to include a 
female person, ‘‘so as to confer upon all women the right to be entered 
as clerks, admitted as law students, enrolled as solicitors, and called to 
the Bar, and to exercise fully all the rights and to impose upon them 
all the obligations which are cgnferred and imposed upon men under 
the provisions of the said chapter.” ; 

(See May number of Journal of the Society of Comparative 
Legislation. ) 


, 





The United Law Clerks’ Society. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter] 


Sir,—The eightieth anniversary of the above most beneficent society 
will be celebrated on the 7th of June, Mr. Justice Eldon Bankes 
in the chair. 

It seems a convenient moment for drawing attention to the great 
good the society has done during its long existence. It has dis- 
tributed nearly £200,000 to members and non-members—each 
member subscribing to a fund for assisting non-members in times of 
adversity from sickness or loss of employment ; some £30,000 has 
been thus disbursed. 

The society has been honoured by the patronage of our greatest 
lawyers, successive Lord Chancellors, from the time of Lord Cran- 
worth, having eloquently pleaded the claims of the society on the 
more fortunate of the many barristers and solicitors. The late Sir 
George Lewis and the late Sir John Hollams, during their lives gave 
the society many donations, and by their wills left it legacies of £100 
each. 

The society has not been fortunate in the matter of legacies—less 
than forty in eighty years, and, curiously enough, about one-half of 
the total amount realized (£8,000 or thereabouts) from the estates of 
ladies. 

Some years ago one of the judges who presided at the anniversary 
festival, remarked that he was astounded when informed that five 





wealthy solicitors had died with fortunes amounting to about two 
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millions sterling without remembering the United Law Clerks’ 
Society. 

A still more remarkable case was that of the late Lord Grimthorpe 
(formerly Mr. Denison and afterwards Sir Edmund Becket, K.C.), 
the wealthiest lawyer of his day—who died worth £2,000,000, an 
made many testamentary dispositions, but the United Law Clerks’ 
Society was not one of the fortunate legatees a & | 

May 25. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords, 


BALL +, WILLIAM HUNT & SONS (LIM.). 29th Feb. ; 
Ist March ; 13th May. 

MAsTeR AND ServaANt—WorKMEN’S COMPENSATION—INCAPACITY FOR 
Work«—Insury To BLinp Eyve—Acctpent Makes Osvious AN EXISTING 
INcAPACITY—CoNSEQUENT FatLureE TO OBTAIN WorK—WORKMEN’S 
Compensation Act, 1906, s. 1, suB-section 1, ScnHepute I. (1) (B). 


A workman in the respondents’ employment had, in fact, for some 
years been blind with one eye, but was fully capable of doing his work 
as an edge-tool moulder. While so at work the blind eye was injured, 
with the result that, fearing inflammation might affect the good eye, 
the bad eye was removed On recovering from the effects of the 
operation, he was unable to obtain work at his ald employment, on the 
ground that it was unsuitable work for a one-eyed man. He there- 
upon claimed compensation, but the county court judge held that any 
incapacity to obtain work as a one-eyed man was due to the accident 
which had blinded his eye years ago, and made an award in favour of 
the employers. The Court of Appeal (Fletcher Moulton dissenting) 
held that there was no incapacity for work which was the result of 
the recent accident within the meaning of the Act. 

Held, that ‘‘incapacity for work’ included the want of power to 
get work, and that although, after the second accident, the applicant 
was physically as well able to do his old work as before, the dis- 
figurement caused by the accident incapacitated him for obtaining such 
work, and therefore he was entitled to compensation. 


Appeal by the workman from an order of the Court of Appeal 
(Fletcher Moulton, L.J., dissentiente) dismissing an appeal against an 
award of His Honour Judge Howard Smith at West Bromwich County 
Court in favour of the respondents, Messrs. William Hunt & Sons 
(Limited), of the Bladen Steel Works, Oldbury. The facts sufficiently 
appear from the judgment. 

Tue Houser took time for consideration. 

Earl Loresurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be allowed, 
said : In this case the appellant was already blind of one eye when, 
in September, 1910, the eye was again injured by an accident in the 
course of his work, and had to be removed. The result is alleged to 
have been that his disfigurement prevented his obtaining employment. 
He remained equally able to do work after, as he was before, Sep- 
tember, 1910, but says that his partial blindness became apparent as 
it had not been before, and so he could get no work. Can it be said 
that incapacity for work resulted from the injury of September, 1910? 
The injury did not prevent him from being able to work, but it did 
reduce him to a physical condition which prevented him from getting 
work suitable in the circumstances. In my opinion, if the county 
court judge thinks these facts are established (as I gather he did 
think) he ought to award compensation on the footing of total or 
partial incapacity, according as he may find. By the first section of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act compensation is to be paid for 
personal injury by accident within the terms of the Act. What the 
schedule does is to fix the scale and conditions. In the ordinary and 
popular meaning which we are to attach to the language of this Statute, 
I think there is incapacity for work when a man has a physical defect 
which makes his labour unsaleable in any market reasonably accessible 
to him, and there is partial incapacity for work when such a defect 
makes his labour saleable for less than it would otherwise fetch. I 
think this view is in accordance with previous decisions of the Court 
of Appeal. The principle is carefully discussed in Cardiff Corporation 
v. Hall (1911, 1 K. B. 1009; 4 B. W. C. C. 159), and certainly the oppo- 
site view would leave a workman uncompensated for what may be very 
real and direct consequences of an injury. In my opinion this case 
should be remitted to the county court judge. 

Lord MACNAGHTEN agreed. 

Lord ATKINSON said that the workman, through an accident arising 
out of and in the course of hie employment, lost his eye. But for the 
fact that it was a blind eye it would have been impossible to contend 
that the employers were not liable under the Act to pay him com- 
pensation. Before the accident he was not suffering from any incapacity 
whatever. He was able to work and able to get employment. But 
after the second accident his value in the labour market was gone, 
because the fact that he was a one-eyed man became obvious. 

Lord Suaw also concurred. The case was accordingly remitted to 
tne county court judge to award compensation, and the respondents 
were ordered to pay the appellant's costs.—CounseL, Acland, K.C., 
and FE. W. Cave, for the appellant; Shakespeare, for the respondents. 








wich; Helder, Roberts, Walton, & Giles, for Tunbridge & Co., Bir. 
mingham. 
[Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


MACDONALD or BDURIS v. WILSON’S AND CLYDE COAL Co. 
12th March; 13th May. 


EMPLOYER AND WorkMAN—ToraL Incapactry—INaBILiTy TO Ostarn 
Employment — RELEVANCY — WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION Act, 1906, 
8. 1 (1), Scnepute I., pars 1 (B), 16. 

The term “incapacity for work” in the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906, Schedule I. (1), includes, in the case of a workman partially 
incapacitated, inability to obtain employment in the district where he 
lives, and is relevant on an application for reviewing weekly payments. 


Appeal by the workman against a judgment of the First Division of 
the Court of Session, which upheld a decision of the Sheriff-Substitute 
at Hamilton. The facts were shortly these: In February, 1909, Duris 
sustained injury by an accident arising out of and in the course of his 
employment. As a result he became totally incapacitated for work, 
and received compensation from his employers, the respondents, at the 
rate of 20s. per week. From the 27th of May, 1909, to December, 1910, 
Duris was provided with light work at the picking tables by the 
respondents, and during this period the compensation was reduced by 
agreement to 16s. lld. per week. So long as he was provided with 
light work, Duris stated that he considered that he had no option but 
to agree to a diminution of his compensation. Whilst he was engaged 
in this work a report was obtained from a medical referee to the effect 
that Duris was fit for light work such as he was then engaged in. In 
December, 1910, the respondents dismissed him from their service, upon 
the ground that they were reducing the number of their workmen. On 
the averment that ‘‘ owing to his condition he is unable to obtain work 
in the district,’’ he presented an application under Schedule 1 (16) of 
the Act for increase of the weekly payment to 20s. a week, the 
maximum amount of compensation for total incapacity. The Sheriff- 
Substitute, as arbitrator, founding on the case of Boag v. Lochwood 
Coal Co. (1910, Sc. C. 51), dismissed the application on the ground that 
the appellant had set forth no relevant grounds for reviewing the 
weekly payment. The First Division of the Court of Session upheld 
the decision of the Sheriff-Substitute. Duris then appealed to the 
House of Lords. 

Tue Hovse took time for consideration. 

Earl Loresurn, C., said the Sheriff ruled that the appellant’s aver- 
ments disclosed no relevant grounds for review of his compensation, and 
in this view the First Division upheld him. For himself, he was unable 
to arrive at the same conclusion, and he thought that the English cases 
cited for the appellant should be followed as sound. Ought the House 
to say that if a man, though physically fit for some work, was pre- 
vented by the consequence of the injury from obtaining it—in other 
words, was disabled from earning wages—that nevertheless he was 
‘‘able to earn’’ wages, and was not under any incapacity for work? 
He was under an incapacity if his condition made his labour unsale- 
able, or saleable only at a less wage. In regard to the averment that 
he was ‘ unable to obtain work in the district,’ he thought it must be 
understood in the sense that he could not get work suitable for his 
condition in any place within reasonable access. The arbitrator must 
say what a man can fairly be asked to do in order to obtain employ- 
ment, and so maintain himself wholly or in part, in order not to be a 
burden upon others. This was only one of the numberless difficulties 
in applying this Act, but it was a difficulty of fact, not of law. 

Lord ATKINSON concurred. 

Lord SHaw read a judgment to the like effect. Appeal allowed, and 
case remitted to the Sheriff to adjudicate upon.—CounseL, The Lord 
Advocate (Ure, K.C.), Moncrieff, and James Keith, for the appellant; 
The Dean of Faculty (Scott Dickson, K.C.), and H. W. Beveridge, for 
the respondents. Soricrrors, Deacon d Co., for Hay, Cassels, & 
Frame ; Hamilton, Simpson, & Marwick, W.S., Edinburgh ; Beveridge, 
Greig, d& Co., for W. 7. Craig, Glasgow; and W. S. J. Burness, W.5., 
Edinburgh. 

[Reported by Exsxrws Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


PENNINGTON v. CAYLEY. Swinfen Eady, J. 17th May. 
Practice—ForectosurE AcTION—PLAINtTIFF TRUSTEES—CHANGE OF 

Trustees Arter Forectosure AssoLuteE—PetiTI0oN BY DEFENDANT 

TO OPEN ForEcLOsuRE—REVIVOR—ADDING PARTIES—APPLICATION TO 

Ser Astpr Procerepincs ror [RREGULARITY—R.S.C. XVII. 1 and 4; 

LXIV. 13; LXX. 3. 

The proper procedure in the opening of foreclosure and carrying on 
of proceedings with added parties is by application to the court under 
Ord. 17, r. 4. 

Held, that an order made hy the Registrar for revivor on petition 
of course must be discharge d as irregular under the prese nt pra 11€E « 
of the court. 

In a foreclosure action brought by the trustees of an insurance 
society against the mortgagor and other defendants the order for fore- 


closure absolute had been made in 1907. In 1912, W., one of the 





Souicirtors, Murr, Rushby, 4: Archer, for Sharpe &: Darby, West Brom- 


defendants, took proceedings to open the foreclosure. In the mean- 
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time two of the trustees had died, and others had been appointed in 
their places, and the mortgaged hereditaments had been duly vested 
in the new and continuing trustees. The proceedings for opening the 
foreclosure could not proceed because the persons in whom the mort- 
gaged hereditaments were vested were not before the court. The appli- 
cant presented a petition of course for revivor, upon which an order 
was made by the Registrar on the 4th of April, 1912, that all further 
proceedings in the action should be carried on between the petitioner 
as plaintiff and the present trustees and the remaining defendants to 
the foreclosure action as defendants. W., on the 29th of April, gave 
the society a month’s notice of his intention to proceed as required by 
ord. 64, r. 13. The insurance society moved to discharge the order. 
The notice of motion did nof state the several objections intended to 
be insisted on as required by ord. 70, r. 3 

SwinFEN Eapy, J., after stating the facts, said, this order is irregular 
and must be discharged, as it follows the old practice of revivor. In 
the modern practice there is no statement and there can be no revivor. 
The proper method of procedure is by summons under ord. 17, r. 4, 
to add the new trustees as plaintiffs if they would consent and as 
defendants if they would not.—Counset, Hon. Frank Russell, K.C., ana 
Stokes; C. E. Bovill. Sortcrrors, Lawrence, Graham, & Co.; Ken 
nedy, Ponsonby, Ryde, d& Co. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


THE MASTER AND FELLOWS OF ST, CATHERINE’S COLLEGE, 
CAMBRIDGE v. GREENSMITH. Neville, J. 10th May. 


IncLosunE Act—LorRps oF THE MANOR—COMMONS AND WASTE OF THE 
Manor—Oren Fietps—UNDERLYING MINERALS—COMPENSATION FOR 
“Ricuts To THE Som ’’—RecitraL or Trrte—Savinc CLause—AWARD 
—ALLOTMENTS IN FrEx SrimMPpLE—WHETHER MINERALS RESERVED— 
Norton IncLosure Act, 1814 (54 Geo. 3, c. 136), PREAMBLE; ss. 12, 
28, 66. 

The preamble of an Inclosure Act recited that the Master and Fellows 
of St. Catherine’s College, as Lords of the Manor of Norton, were 
owners of the soil of thescommons and wastes within that manor and 
of the mines and minerals therein. 


Held, that an award of land by the Commissioners in respect of rights 
and interests in and to the soil of the said commons and wastes only 
passed the soil in the restricted sense of the surface of the soil, and 
did not pass the mines and minerals thereunder which accordingly re- 
mained vested in the plaintiffs as Lords of the Manor. 


The Norton Inclosure Act, of 1814, was passed to inclose lands in 
the manors of Campsall, Norton and Askern, in the county of York. 
The Act, after reciting in its preamble (inter alia) that the plaintiffs, 
as Lords of the Manor of Norton, were the owners of the soil of the 
commons and wastes within that manor and of the mines and minerals 
therein, and incorporating the General Inclosure Act (41 Geo. 3, c. 109), 
appointed commissioners to divide and allot (inter alia) the commons and 
wastes and open fields of the manor of Norton to the persons interested 
therein in proportion to their respective rights and interests, and 
enacted (section 12) that when such division and allotment was estab- 
lished by the award of the commissioners, all rights of common to 
which the same were subject should absolutely cease and be extin- 
guished. That (section 28) the plaintiffs, as Lords of the Manor of 
Norton, should be allotted and awarded one-eighteenth part in value 
of the remainder of the said commons and wastes in the said manor of 
Norton “‘ as a full and sufficient recompense for their right to the soil 
of the said commons and wastes ’’; and (section 66) saved the rights 
and interests of all persons and corporations in the commons and wastes 
directed to be inclosed, except such rights and interests as the inclosure 
thereby authorized required to be barred, destroyed, or extinguished. 
By their award the commissioners allotted some thirty-four acres of 
Norton Common to the plaintiffs in fee simple as full compensation 
to them for their rights and interest in and to the soil of the said 
commons and wastes, and also allotted about eighteen acres of Norton 
Common to one George Carnelly in fee simple (the predecessor in title 
of the defendants) in respect of his rights in the said common. Ex 
cept the reference to mines and minerals in the above recital, the Act 
and the award were silent as to the minerals underlying Norton Com 
mon, which comprised some sixteen hundred acres. A large colliery 
having recently started near Norton Common, the ownership and value 
of the seams of coal underlying the common came into prominence. The 
plaintiffs claimed, as Lords of the Manor of Norton, to be entitled to 
the minerals under the Carnelly allotment, on the ground that they 
were reserved to them under and by virtue of the Inclosure Act. The 
defendants alleged that by virtue of the Act and award the eighteen 
acres were vested in George Carnelly in fee simple absolutely discharged 
from all estate, right, title and claim of the Lords of the Manor. 

Nevite, J., after stating the facts, said, I am of opinion, having 
regard to the recitals in the Act and the purposes for which the Act 
was passed, that the word “ soil’’ is used throughout this Act not in 
its widest sense, but in the restricted sense of the surface of the soil, 
and that the allottees of the land comprising the commons and wastes 
took an estate in fee simple only in the surface of the lands allotted 
to them, and not in the mines and minerals. There will therefore be 
4 declaration that the plaintiffs, as Lords of the Manor, are entitled to 
the mines and minerals under the defendants’ land.—Counsen, Buck- 
master, K.C., and MacSwinney; Jenkins, K.C., and J. G. Wood. 





Soricitors, Cale d& Jackson, for Kaden, Spearing, & Raynes, Cam- 
bridge ; Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, for Rogers & Co., Sheffield. 
[Reported by L. M. Mayr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re STRUVE’S TRUSTS. Parker, J. Ist and 7th May. 


TRuUsTEE-—-VESTING ORDER—PERSON ABSOLUTELY ENTITLED—REQUEST 
IN Writinc To Trustee TO TRANSFER TRuUst FUNDS—SERVICE OF 
-Request—Trustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vicr., c. 53), s. 35, suB- 
SECTION 1 (ii.) D. 

The court will make a vesting order under section 35, sub-section 1 
(ii.) d, of the Trustee Act, 1893, where the trustee does not appear on 
the petition, provided an affidavit is filed stating that the petition 
has been served on the trustee, and also that the request, in writing, 
addressed and sent to him in accordance with the terms of such section, 
has not been returned by the Post Office. 

This was a petition for a vesting order under the Trustee Act, 1893, 
section 35, sub-section 1 (ii.) d, which provides that ‘‘ where a trustee 
entitled alone or jointly with another person to stock or to a chose in 
action neglects or refuses to transfer stock or receive the dividends or 
income thereof or to sue for or recover a chose in action according to 
the direction of the person absolutely entitled thereto for twenty-eight 
days next after a request, in writing, has been made to him by the 
person so entitled, the High Court may make an order vesting the 
right to transfer or call for a transfer of stock or to receive the divi- 
dends or income thereof, or to sue for or recover a chose im action in 
any such person as the court may appoint.’’ It appeared from the 
evidence before the court that a request, in writing, had been made to 
the trustee by sending to him a letter containing the request, addressed 
to his address, by registered post on the 12th of February, 1912. The 
petition for a vesting order under section 35 of the Trustee Act, 1893, 
was personally served on the trustee, who did not appear on the hear- 
ing of the petition. A question arose on the hearing as to whether 
there was sufficient evidence of the delivery of the letter to the trustee, 
or, in other words, whether the evidence of the posting of the letter wae 
evidence of its delivery to the person to whom it was addreseed. 
Counsel for the petitioner referred to the authorities on the point, 
which are all collected in the tenth edition of Taylor on Evidence, 
vol. 1, p. 173. Cur. adv. vult. 

Parker, J, after stating the facts, said that the authorities clearly 
established that evidence of the posting of a letter was primd-faci’ 
evidence of its delivery to the person to whom it was addressed, and 
he decided that, or the filing of an affidavit that the petition had been 
served, and that the letter containing the request had not been returned 
by the Post Office, the order prayed for should be made.—CounsEL, 
C. E. Shebbeare. Soxscrrors, Francis & Calder. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
SCOTTISH SHIRE LINE (LIM.) AND OTHERS v. LONDON AND 


PROVINCIAL MARINE AND GENERAL INSURANCE CO. (LIM.). 
Hamilton, J. 30th April; Ist May. 


Insurance (Martne)—Portcy ,~s FreicHt—‘‘ CHARTERED OR AS If 
CHARTERED ’’—Loss or FrRe1IGHT—CONCEALMENT OF MATERIAL Fact. 


A policy of insurance for £2,000 was expressed to be ‘‘upon freight 
of frozen meat, and/or apples, and/or other refrigerated produce 
valued at £15,000 chartered or as if chartered, on board or not on 
board .. . in the ship or vessel called The Ayrshire. . . . Warranted 
free from any claim consequent on loss of time, whether arising from 
a peril of the sea or otherwise, but this clause only to apply in cases 
where the vessel is fulfilling a special charter containing a cancelling 
date 

In an action to recover in respect of a loss of freight, 

Held, that the expression, ‘‘as if chartered,” did not extend the 
freight covered to the anticipation of freight under contracts which 
did not exist at the material time... . 

Held, also, that the concealment from the defendants of the fact 
that by the terms of a certain contract freight was liable to be lost 
if the steamer did not arrive at a port on a certain date was conceal 
ment of a material fact which entitled the defendants to avoid the 
policy. 

The following were the material clauses of the policy of insurance :— 
** , . . £2,000 hereby insured, which insurance is hereby declared to 
be upon freight of frozen meat and/or apples and/or other re- 
frigerated produce, valued at £15,000, chartered or as if chartered 
on board or not on board . . . clauses as attached . .. in the ship 
or vessel called 7'he Ayrshire . . . lost or not lost, and from any ports 
or places, in any order or rotation, in the United Kingdom to any 
ports or places, in any order or rotation, in Australia, and/or Tas- 
mania via Durban and/or any route or wheresoever. Including risk 
of craft to or from ship. Risk to commence at once, and continue in 
its entirety until steamer sails from final loading port on homeward 
voyage. Warranted free from any claim consequent on loss of time, 
whether arising from a peril of the sea or otherwise, but this clause 
only to apply in cases where the vessel is fulfilling a special charter 
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containing a cancelling date. It is specially agreed that, in the event | 
of a total loss being recoverable under this policy, underwriters shall | 


COWERN v. NIELD. Div. Court, 19th April; 8th and 9th May. 


be entitled to receive by way of salvage the net amount of meat | Conrract—Inrant TRADER—L«1ABILITY ON TRADING CoNnTRACT—ACTION 


freight carried and actually payable to owners at the time of the | 
accident." The Ayrshire was one of seven refrigerating steamers 
belonging to the Scottish Shire Line, trading principally between | 
the United Kingdom, Australian and New Zealand ports, and their 
voyages were subject to a working agreement made between Messrs. 
Turnbull, Martin, & Co. (managing owners of the Scottish Shire 
Line, Limited), Messrs. Houlder Bros. & Co. (Limited), and the 
Federal Steam Navigation Co. (Limited). The steamers of the various 
companies were run to dates under time-tables arranged from time 
to time, so as to provide sailings outwards and homewards at regular 
fixed dates for the convenience of shippers, and to prevent over- 


lapping of dates of steamships. These time-tables were published and | 
circulated amongst shippers and their agents. These steamers were | 


chiefly engaged in carrying refrigerated produce. The Ayrshire com- 


pleted loading at Liverpool on or about the 3lst of December, 1909, | 
and sailed for Australia on the lst of January, 1910, and whilst pro- 


ceeding down St. George’s Channel, shortly after midnight of the 
ist of January, 1910, she came into collision with the s.s. Arcadian, 
with the result that she was seriously damaged. J'he Ayrshire was 
under repair until the 17th of March, 1910, and did not reach 
Australia until three months after she had been expected to arrive 
there. Evidence was given to the effect that in the contracts made 
sailing dates were not guaranteed. The business was worked as a berth 
business, and no charters were made for the ships. The line kept cer- 
tain contracts in port, the most important being an agreement between 
the line and Messrs. Birt & Co. (Limited) to the effect that all 
refrigerated cargo owned or controlled by Birt & Co. (Limited) for 
shipment to the United Kingdom or other destinations to which the 
steamers of the line might sail should, so far as the ships of the 
said line could afford spage, be shipped by ships belonging to the 
line. Evidence was given by affidavit as to the way in which this 
agreement was worked, as follows: ‘‘ The said Birt & Co. (Limited), 
in its capacity as freezing works proprietors, from time to time make 
arrangements with exporters of frozen meat to freeze meat for such 
exporters, and in making such agreements the said company have 
been in the habit of stipulating that such exporters, for a large pro- 
portion of the refrigerated and other freight belonging to such ex- 
porters . . . be directed to the F.H.S. Line . and the said Birt 
and Co. (Limited) have an exceptional call as . to assist in filling 
up the said steamers.’’ There were also other contracts in port for the 
exclusive supply of produce by certain firms for carriage by ships of 
the F.H.S. Line. In addition, contracts were made with two other | 
firms, as follows :—‘‘ The owners on or about 20th of March agree 
to have the s.s lyrshire at Hobart... ready to start loading? 
40,000 cases of apples.’’ In consequence of the accident to The Ayr- 
shire, the managers of the line re-arranged their sailings, and another 
vessel carried the bulk of the cargo referred to in the above-men 

tioned apple contract, and the practical result was that the line lost 
that amount of refrigerated freight, which could have been carried 
upon an extra homeward voyage. 


Hamitton, J., in the course of his judgment, said the meaning of 
the words ‘‘chartered or as if chartered’’ had been discussed by 
Blackburn and Hannen, JJ., in Barber v. Fleming (5 Q. B. D. 59), and 
they regarded the freight ‘‘ chartered or otherwise,’’ to which the 
policy referred, as freight as to which some binding instrument was 
in existence. In J'urnbull, Martin, & Co. v. Hull Underwriters’ 
Association (Limited) the argument that ‘“‘chartered or as _ if 
chartered '’ meant ‘‘ contracted for or as if contracted for’’ referred 
to a case in which there were actual contracts at a date which was 
material. The expression ‘‘as if contracted for’’ certainly implied 
the idea of a contract, and negatived the idea that there was no con 
tract. In Williams v. Canton Insurance Co. (1901, A. C. 462) the gist 
of the case was a contract. between a lump sum charter freight and a 
bill of lading freight. The first thing to be borne in mind was that 
whatever ‘chartered or as if chartered’’ might mean, they were 
words which qualified and described a noun substantive—viz., freight 
There were a number of cases of contracts where, when a vessel was 
loaded in a berth, somebody agreed with the shipowner either to ship 
or procure cargo to be shipped, and in those cases the shipowner had 
the right to say: ‘“‘I have the right under this contract to receive 
cargo with which I shall earn freight for its carriage, and as soon as 
in pursuance of any contract I start the ship out to perform the con- 
tracted voyage, I have commenced to earn that freight,’’ and that 
remuneration, whether freight or not, chartered or as if chartered or 
not, thereupon attaches; but that idea has never been extended to the 
case of a ship going out with the just right to expect that her agents 
would fill her, but with no actual binding engagement to that effect. 
The Ayrshire did not get meat at the time expected, and in that sense 
did not get her expected cargo, but she did get a cargo at another 
time, and carried it on her homeward voyage, and did earn the freight. 
He, therefore, thought there had not been, as regarded the meat cargo, 
a loss of freight. With regard to the apple contract, the failure of the 
plaintiffs to disclose the fact that the vessel was by her contract to 
arrive at Hobart about the 20th of March was a concealment of a 
material fact, and the defendants were entitled to judgment.— 
Counset, Bailhache, K.C., and Leck; Leslie Scott and Mackinnon. 





Sonicrrors, Lowless & Co.; Waltons & Co. 
[Reported by Leonanp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


FoR Money Hap anp Recetvep—Laiasiuity ex delicto. 


An infant trader cannot be sued upon a trading contract, such a com- 
tract not coming within the category of contracts which as being made 
for his benefit are enforceable against him. 


Upon a claim fer money had and received against an infant, if it 
appears that the money was obtained ex delicto and not ex contractu, 
the infant may be held liable. 


Appeal from the judge of the Wolverhampton county court. The 
plaintiff entered into a contract with the defendant, who was an infant, 
carrying on business as a hay and etraw merchant, for the supply of 
clover and hay, payment to be made when the goods were delivered on 
the trucks. The defendant delivered the clover ordered, but failed to 
deliver the hay. The clover was rejected by the plaintiff as being bad. 
Before such rejection the plaintiff had sent a cheque to the defendant 
for the price of the clover and hay. The defendant declined to return 
the cheque, and an action was brought by the plaintiff to recover the 


| amount as damages for breach of contract, and in the alternative as 


money paid upon a consideration which had failed. The defendant 
contested the case upon its merits, and in addition set up a plea of 
infancy. The county court judge found that the clover was bad, and 
held that as the infant was trading and the contract was for his benefit, 
the plaintiff was entitled to succeed. The defendant appealed, and it 
was contended on his behalf that the defendant, being an infant, could 
not be held liable upon a trading contract. There was no authority 
for saying that where an infant has received either money or goods 
under a contract which was void he could ‘be compelled to repay the 
money or return the goods. For the plaintiff it was submitted that 
there being a total failure of consideration an action for money had 
and received would lie against the infant. 

Puitirmore, J., having stated the facts, continued : The defendant 
fought the case on the merits, and also gave notice of a plea of 
infancy. He lost the case upon the merits, and then the judge had to 
give his decision on the plea of infancy. There was some question as 
to whether that plea was strictly proved, but there was no real or 
substantial doubt that the defendant was an infant. Assuming this 
to be the case, the judge held that as the defendant was trading 
and the contract was for his benefit, the plaintiff was entitled to recover. 
In a general sense contracts which can be brought within certain 
categories and are also for the benefit of the infant can be supported. 
A trading contract does not come within any of these categories. That, 
to my mind, is quite clear from the authorities which the industry of 
counsel has discovered. So far as I can gather, the only contracts of 
an infant which can be enforced are contracts which relate to the 
infant’s person, such as contracts by which he provides himself with 
clothes, food or lodging, or suitable tuition, or contracts of marriage, 
apprenticeship, or service. Mr. Merlin has suggested that the case of 
The Earl of Buckingham v. Drury (2 Eden. Ch. Ca. 73) shews that 
there is a further class of contract arising out of marriage by which an 
infant wife can bind herself. I doubt whether that case was a case 
of contract at all. What is left? An infant is liabie ex delicto, but 
not ex comtractu. If an infant has acquired personal property which he 
has no right to acquire, an action of trover or detinue will lie against 
him, and in Bristow v. Kastman (1 Esp. 172), which seems to me to 
have a great bearing on this subject, Lord Kenyon thus expresses him- 
self, saying ‘‘ that infancy was no defence to the action (j.e., for money 
had and received), that infante were liable to actions ex delicto, though 
not ex contractu, and though the present action was in its form an 
action of the latter description, yet it was of the former in point of sub- 
stance.’’ That shews that an action for money had-and received can be 
maintained against an infant if the substance of the action is that the 
infant has obtained the money ex delicto. That view received the further 
authority of Kay, J., in Seely v. Briggs (60 L. T. 665). Such a cause 
of action may still be open to the plaintiff in the present case. If he 
can satisfy the judge that the infant, supposing infancy is strictly 
proved, obtained this cheque by fraud, then an action for money had 
and received can be supported, but if not, then in our view it cannot. 
None of the cases cited add anything to what I have already said—t.e., 
that an infant can validly contract and bind himself in regard to 
certain personal contracts for personal purposes, and that there are cer 
tain other contracts which are voidable at the election of the infant, but 
which he can approbate, and, having approbated them, he can enforce 
them or be sued upon them. That, however, does not let in the sugges- 
tion made by the respondent in this case, that ratification would be 4 
good reply to the plea of infancy. The case of Thornton v. Illingworth 
(2 B. & C. 824) shews that that is not so, at any rate when the ratifica- 
tion has been made after writ issued. Upon the whole, therefore, we 
are of opinion that this appeal must be allowed, and that the case 
must go back for a new trial in order that the plaintiff may have an 
opportunity of shewing, if he can, that this money was had and re« eived 
to the plaintiff’s use because the defendant got it from the plaintiff by 
fraud. The appellant will have his costs of this appeal, and the costs 
of the first trial will follow the event of the second trial. 


Bray, J., concurred.—Counsgt, Merlin; Hogg. Soticrrors, Thorne, 
Robinson, & Co., for Thorne & Haslam, Wolverhampton; Waterhousé 
& Co., for Sherratt & Nelson, Kidsgrove. 


[Reported by C G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re TEALE. Ez parte THE TRUSTEE v. UNION OF LONDON AND 
SMITHS BANK. Bray and Phillimore, JJ. 24th April; 
7th May. 


BaNkKRUPTCY—PeETITION—APPEAL—RECEIVING ORDER Datep Back TO 
Day or Heartnc 1n Court or First Instance—Errect or ANTE- 
DATING ON TuxHIRD Parties—Protecrep ‘TRANSACTIONS—BANK- 
ruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicrt., c. 52), s. 49. 


Where a petition has been dismissed in the court of first instance 
and a receiving order is subsequently made by the Court of Appeal 
and dated rene to the day when it ought to have been made in the 
court below, such ante-dating does not affect third parties who have 
dealt innocently with the bankrupt during the interval between the 
dismissal of the petition and the order of the Court of Appeal. 


Appeal from a decision of the county court judge at Leeds dismiss- 
ing an application by the trustee. The bankrupt was a solicitor who 
practised at Leeds and kept a banking account at the Leeds branch 
of the respondents, The Union of London and Smiths Bank, Ltd. On 
the 3rd of June, 1910, a creditor presented a petition against the 
bankrupt alleging an act of bankruptcy committed on the 27th of 
May. This petition was dismissed by the registrar of the County 
Court at Leeds on the 22nd of July. The creditor appealed and the 
Divisional Court allowed the appeal on the 24th of October and made 
a receiving order which they ordered to be dated as of the 22nd of 
July, that being the date on which it ought to have been made. The 
respondents had no notice of any act of bankruptcy committed by the 
bankrupt, nor did they know of any of the bankruptcy proceedings 
until after the hearing of the appeal, when they received, as creditors, 
notice from the official receiver that a receiving order had been made. 
During the interval between the dismissal of the petition and the 
hearing of the appeal the bankrupt continued to practise and paid into 
his account at the respondents’ bank £210, but during the same period 
he drew out by cheques £349 19s. 11d., so that his account was over- 
drawn by the time the appeal was heard. The trustee moved in the 
county court for a declaration that the £210 formed part of the 
property of the bankrupt divisible among his creditors and for an 
order that it should be paid over to him by the respondents, con- 
tending that it was money of the bankrupt which had come into the 
hands of the respondent since the trustee’s title had accrued, and 
that although the respondents had paid it away without notice of any 
act of bankruptcy they were not protected by section 49 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, because the dealings with it had not taken 
place before the date of the receiving order. The county court 
judge dismissed the motion, whereupon the trustee appealed, and the 
case was argued on the 24th of April. Counsel for the appellant 
argued that a banker cannot honour a customer’s cheque after notice 
of an act of bankruptcy by that customer : Vernon v. Hankey (2 T. R. 
113). If the banker has no notice of the act of bankruptcy when he 
honours the cheque the transaction is protected by section 49 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, provided that the payment takes place before 
the date of the receiving order. In the present case the cheques in 
question were not honoured until after the date of the receiving order 
and consequently the respondents ought to pay the money over to the 
trustee. The money in question was not after acquired property with 
which the bankrupt may deal until the trustee intervenes within the 
rule. laid down in Cohen v. Mitchell (25 Q. B. D. 202), because that 
case only applies to property acquired after adjudication and this was 
property acquired between receiving order and adjudication. Counsel 
for the respondents contended that ‘‘ before the date of the receiving 
order’’ in section 49 should be construed to mean before the date 
when the order was pronounced not before the day to which it was 
artificially dated back; and that Cohen v. Mitchell applied to all 
dealings in property acquired by the bankrupt after the commence- 
ment of the bankruptcy, not merely after the adjudication. The court 
reserved judgment. 

May 7.—Puitiimore, J., delivered the judgment of the court. If 
the date of the receiving order is to be deemed for all purposes to be 
the 22nd of July the payments into the bank and the corresponding 
payments out against the bankrupt’s cheques which were made after 
that date are not protected by section 49, which relates only to trans- 
actions before the date of the receiving order, nor do they come within 
the clases of dealing which may be protected under the doctrine laid 
down in Cohen v. Mitchell as to dealings after adjudication. With 
regard to traneactions between the receiving order and the adjudication 
there is singularly little authority. The court does not mean to 
decide whether there is any protection for such transactions, but we 
are inclined to think that there is none although it may often happen 
that the interval of time will be considerable. The case of Re Montagu, 
Ex parte Ward (4 Mans. 1) may appear to be an authority for the 
Sp aermery that dealings between reveiving order and adjudication may 


protected, but in fact the payments sought to be impeached in that | 


case were all made on or after the date of adjudication though it does 
not so appear in the report. The sum sought to be recovered in that 
case was £216. The date of adjudication was the 9th of October 
and the payments were made as follows :—On the 9th of October, £12; 
on the 12th of October, £200; and on the 4th of December, £4. 
Putting aside, however, the question as to whetner dealings between 
Teceiving order and adjudication can be protected, the questions in this 
case are, first, whether the practice of dating back receiving orders 
18 a sOund one; secondly, if it is, what is the effect on third parties. 
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The practice by which the Court of Appeal when it makes a 
receiving order, which the court of first instance has refused to 
make, date back to the day when the court of first instance should 
have made it, is well established. It may have been inaugurated by 
Vaughan Williams and Wright, JJ., in Re Raatz, Ex parte Carlhian 
(1897, 4 Mans. 50). It has been followed pretty generally ever since, 
always under the direction of the court. A comparatively recent in- 
stance where the Court of Appeal has done so is the unreported case 
ot Re O'Shea, where by an order of the 14th of July, 1911, a receiving 
order was made and dated back to the 15th of June, on which date it 
ought to have been made. We think this practice must be taken as 
sound. If the debtor ought to have had a receiving order made against 
him by the court of first instance any conduct of his previous to the 
date when such order ought to have been made would be taken into 
account in considering his discharge, upon the principle that the 
terminus ad quem in the matter of date should be the date upon which 
the receiving order ought to have been made against him. If there 
are any cases where those who have previously dealt with the debtor 
may be affected by the ante-dating of the order those cases may have 
to be considered. The present judgment does not affect to deal 
with them. But it is quite another matter when one has to consider 
the interests of third parties which have accrued in an interval of 
time which ought never to have come into being, that is the interval 
between the date when the receiving order ought to have been made 
and the date when it is pronounced by the Court of Appeal. These 
third parties have done nothing wrong, they have not procured this 
improper interval and have had no improper dealings.’ The man with 
whom they dealt had not had a receiving order made against him when 
they dealt with him, and the ex post facto determination that there 
ought to have been a receiving order was made in a proceeding to 
which they were not parties and could not affect them. It cannot have, 
been intended that these parties should be affected by the ante-dating 
of the order and it should not be read as affecting such parties. 
Appeal dismissed.—Couns#t, Hansell; Compston. Soricrrors, 
Rossiter d: Odell, for Postlethwaite & Rutherford, Leeds; Warren, 
Murton, & Co., for Dunning, Kay, & Armstrong, Leeds. 


{Reported by P. M. Francxe, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re E. W. FISHER & SONS. Phillimore J. 24th April. 


Bankrurrey — Apsupication — Execurors Carryinc on Trstator’s 
Busrvess —— Partnership — Bankruptcy Act, 1882 (46 & 47 Vicr., 
c. 52), ss. 20, 115, Rute 264—-Partnersnip Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr., 
c. 39), s.1. 

Kxecutors who carry on the business of their testator in a firm name 
are not partners, and cannot be adjudicated bankrupt as such. 
Application for adjudication referred by the registrar to the judge. 

E. W. Fisher, deceased, had carried on business in the style of E. W. 

Fisher & Sons. By his will he gave power to his executors to carry on 

his business, and they carried it on in the same firm name. In Decem- 

ber, 1911, the firm was sued by a creditor on two dishonoured accept 
ances given in the firm name. The creditor obtained judgment against 
the firm, and issued a bankruptcy notice against the firm, which he 
served on George Fisher, one of the executors, at the place of business 

of the firm. On the 3rd of January, 1912, the creditor presented a 

petition alleging non-compliance with the bankruptcy notice, which was 





stated to have been served on ‘‘ George Fisher, one of the partners in 
the firm,’’ at their principal place of business. A receiving order was 
made against the firm on the 26th of January, and in March the 
official receiver applied to the court for an order of adjudication against 
the three executors individually, treating them as if they were partners 
in the firm, and came within rule 264 : ‘‘ No adjudication shall be made 
against a firm in the firm name, but it shall be made against the partners 
individually.” 

Puitirmore, J., held.that the three executors were joint debtors ; but 
were not partners within the meaning of section 1 of the Partnership 
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Act, 1890, and 
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Borrowdale & Co. 
[Reported by P. M, 


Re PRIGOSHEN. 


Deep oF 
Deep FoR 


therefore refused to 
Samuels; A. Kapadia. 


adjudicate them bankrupt.— 
Soticirors, H. H. Harper; 
Francke, Barrister-at-Law.] 
Phillimore, J. 25th April. 
ASSIGNMENT—LIABILITY OF 
INTERMEDDLING WITH 

1 trustee under a deed of assignment had received from the debtor 
the key of his bu s, and, subsequently, with the consent of 
the majority of the creditors, handed back the key to the debtor, and 
thus enabled him to dispose of his stock-in-trade. A 
presented against the debtor within three 


Trustee UNDER 


ESTATE. 


BANKRUPTCY 


LHESS pre mise 


petition «was 
months of the execution of 
the deed, and resulted in the debtor being adjudicated bankrupt, where 
upon the trustee under the deed was held liable ta account to the trustee 
in bankruptcy for the property assigned by the deed, and to pay over 
the value thereof. 


Motion by the official receiver, as trustee in the bankruptcy against 
the trustee under a deed of assignment executed by the bankrupt within 
three months of the presentation of the petition. On the 18th of 
August, 1911, the debtor assigned his stock-in-trade and effects to a 
trustee for the benefit of his creditors, and handed over the key of his 
business premises to the trustee. The trustee had the stock-in-trade 
valued, and prepared a statement of affairs for submission to a meeting 
of creditors, which was summoned for the 23rd of August. At this 
meeting the debtor offered to pay 3s. 6d. in the £, and the creditors 
accepted this offer, subject to satisfactory security, and directed the 
trustee not to proceed under the deed of assignment. On the 14th of 
September, the trustee was given satisfactory guarantees for the pay 
ment of the composition, and, with the written consent of the majority 
. of the creditors, handed back to the debtor the key of his business 
premises. The debtor thereupon sold his stock-in-trade and other 
On the lst of November a receiving order was made against 
the debtor on the petition of a creditor who had not assented to the 
deed of assignment, and set it up in his petition as the act of bank 
ruptcy upon which he relied. The debtor was adjudicated bankrupt, 
and the official receiver, having become trustee in the bankruptcy, 
claimed an account from the trustee under the deed of the property 
assigned thereby, and payment of its value. 

Puitirmore, J., held that the trustee under the deed had, by acting 
intermeddled with the debtor's estate as to 
render himself liable to account for the property assigned to him under 


assets. 


as above des ribed, 80 


the deed, and to pay the value thereof to the trustee in the bankruptcy. | 


Vellor; 
Wild, A 
| Rep« 


Tindale 
Boult. 
rted by P. M, 


Counseu, F’. Davis. 


Aing; Wake, 


Souicrrors, Varry, Sherlock, & 


Franckt, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following Candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 1st and 2nd 
of May, 1912: 

Banks, Sydney Neal 

Bergendorff, Otto Leopold 
Berridge, William Claude Morpott 
Bevan, David William 
Blackburn, Leonard Arthur 
Bright, Basil Herbert 

Capell, George Oliver 

Captain, Edelji Sorabji 

Chance, Frank Meryon 








Crawshaw, Francis Seymour 

Davison, Geoffrey Cuthbert 

Eddowes, Noel Randolph 
mont 

Edmanson, Joe 

Evans, Edmund 

Feather, John Wilfred 

Finch, George Fladgate 

Gaulter, Cuthbert Vivian 


Beau 








Pearkes, Leslie Vincent 
Perring, John Robert 
Pitt, Gordon Henry 
Powell, Eric Limbery 
Roberts, William Lawton 
Rowe, Cecil Denton 
Sale, Richard Crawford 
Shaw, Leonard 

Sillem, Arthur Henry 
Singleton, Ernest Hugh 
Smith, Basil March 
Wade, Henry John Edward 
Walker, Victor Kynaston 


Gurney, William Francis 

Hay, Jack Valentine - 
Hinchcliffe, William Arthur 
Hyde, Harold Edward 

Johnson, Thomas George 
Knoyle, Henry Richard 

Lewis, Joseph 

Lumley, Archie Basil 
Moodycliff, Edgar 

Morris, Evelyn Stanley Haughton 
Muckle, Robert 

Mumby, Charles 

Orrell, Keith Faulkner Andrew 
Parsons, Godfrey Valentine Hope 


No. of Candidates .. 12 Passed ... vox 


The following Candidates are certified by the examiners to have 
passed with distinction, and will be entitled to compete, if otherwise 
qualified, at the Studentship Examination in June, 1913 :— 

Bright, Basil Herbert Sillem, Arthur Henry 
Davison, Geoffrey Cuthbert Smith, Basil March 
Lewis, Joseph 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., 17th May, 1912. 
By order of the Council, 
8. P. B. Buckxnit, Secretary. 








Obituary. 
Mr. T. J. Sworder. 


Mr. Thomas Joseph Sworder, solicitor, of Hertford, died on Wednes- 
day last. He had a severe fall on Sunday down the stairs at his home, 
and was unconscious until his death. He was admitted in 1868, and 
soon afterwards joined the well-known firm of Sworder & Longmore, 
in which he was a partner at his death. He held many important 
appointments, being Town Clerk of Hertford, Coroner for the Hertford 
district, Clerk to the Board of Guardians, and one of the under-sheriffs 
for Hertfordshire. He took a warm interest in the volunteer move- 
ment, and was for some time lieutenant-colonel of the lst Herts Volun- 
teer Regiment. 


Legal News. 
Information Required. 


£10,000 REWARD. 
TO BANKERS, SOLICITORS, AND OTHERS. 


WHEREAS, among the papers of the late SIR JOHN MURRAY 
SCOTT, Bart, K.C.B., there ise been found the draft of a Codicil in 
his handwriting in the following terms :— 
, J.M.S. of ——————. declare this to be a Codicil to my lest 
‘Will and Testament dated on or about the 26th October 1900.” 
‘ [,REVOKE all the specific and pecuniary legacies given (?) said 
‘Will or any Codicil thereto to Mrs. V. 8S. W. now Lady Sack- 
‘‘ ville and I direct that they shall form part and parcel of my (?) 
‘* general estate and in lieu thereof (%) I BEQUEATH 
? every 
“to the said V. Lady S. the sum of £20,000 free of legacy duty 
‘ ? £30,000 £20,000 
and I BEQUEATH to my executors the sum of £20,000 on which 
‘they shall receive and pay the income of the said £30,000 to 
“the said V.L.S. without power of anticipation for her life and 
‘after her decease shall pay the said £30,000 to V.M.S. for her 
‘‘sole and separate use AND I HEREBY DIRECT my executors 
‘“to bring over from Paris all my plate works of art and orna- 
‘‘mental furniture and shall place it in 5 C.P. or wherever my 
‘sisters shall be living to have the use of the said 
‘* furniture —--———— and shall be - — trust as heirlooms 
‘‘and shall be enjoyed by my sisters for their lives and after their 
** decease in trust for I.A;D. (? V.) M.S. for life with 
‘“‘ remainder (7?) to his eldest son as heirlooms and I DIRECT my 
‘*executors (3 lines undecipherable) —— heirlooms.”’ 

AND WHEREAS no executed copy of such Codicil has been found 
among papers of the deceased and all searches in his Residences and 
at the Bankers to discover the same have failed AND WHEREAS the 
Testator may possibly have deposited such Codicil elsewhere in England 
or on the Continent NOW NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Mr. D. 
Malcolm Scott will pay the above mentioned sum to any person who 
produces the original of such Codicil duly signed by the Testator and 
duly attested according to law upon such Codicil being admitted to 
probate and proyed not to have been revoked. 

Dated this 24th May, 1912. 

CHARLES RUSSELL & CO., 
37, Norfolk Street, 
Strand, 
London, W.C. 
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General. 


Mr. Charles Robert Rivington, of the firm of Messrs. Rivington and 
Son, has been elected a director of the Equity and Law Life Assurance 
Society. 

It is stated that the costs of the Suffragist trial, which the defendants 
were ordered to pay, will reach nearly £5,000. It will be several days 
yet before the actual figures are determined, as the costs have still 
to be taxed. 


The Year Book of the Middlesex County Council, published last 
week, says the 7'imes, shows that Colonel Sir Alfred Plantagenet 
Somerset, of Enfield Court, has been a Justice of the Peace for fifty- 
seven years, having been placed on the Commission in April, 1855. 


Mr. Justice Bucknill was late in arriving at the Law Courts on the 
25th ult., owing to his having met with an accident in his house at 
Epsom. While he was going downstairs he tripped up and, falling 
on his side, received some rather severe bruises. There being some 
doubt as to whether the accident had resulted in a fractured or a 
cracked rib, the X-rays were used on Saturday, when the rib was dis- 
covered to be fractured. 


The Attorney-General’s statement with regard to the Saturday 
sittings of the King’s Bench judges has, says a writer in the Globe, 
given fresh encouragement to those who advocate the entire closing of 
the Royal Courts of Justice on Saturdays. The period covered by Sir 
Rufus Isaacs’ statement includes fifty-seven Saturdays. Only three 
. Justice Phillimore, Mr. Justice Darling, and Mr. Justice 

ucknill—sat on more than twenty of these fifty-seven Saturdays ; five 
judges, including the Lord Chief Justice, whose sittings number but 
two, sat on less than ten of them. The sittings on circuit and the 
preparatory work done by the judges of the Court of Criminal Appeal 
have, of course, to be taken into account. In the case, too, of the 
Lord Chief Justice, the purely administrative duties connected with 
his office have to be allowed for. But it is clear that the Saturday 
sittings are now so irregular that it would be convenient if the judges 
were to discontinue them altogether, extending, if necessary, their 
sittings on other days by half-an-hour. . 


M. Léon Jean Gustave Carriére has, says the Hvening Standard, 
adopted a new method of bringing his grievance before the public. In 
the busiest part of the day he slowly descended the great flight of 
steps from the Paris Assize Courts to the Place Dauphine, walking on 
his hands, his feet in the air. Everyone thought him mad, but when 
two policemen arrived and made him turn over on to his natural basis, 
his remarks were most lucid and sensible. ‘‘ A rascal stole my papers 
and was sentenced to a fortnight’s imprisonment under my name,” he 
said. ‘* You can imagine what a nuisance it has been. And it is the 
more inexcusable because I am not entirely a stranger to the minions 
of the law; some peccadilloes of mine have led to their furnishing 
themselves with my photograph and finger prints, and a brief reference 
to these records would have served to identify me and prevent this 
judicial blunder. Now the blunder has been made, and it is a fearful 
job to get it set right. I have been posting for four hours up and 
down the passages of the Law Courts, and Caiaphas and Pilate have 
been sending me to and fro without listening to a word I have to say. 
8o, bethinking myself of my acrobatic accomplishments, I did ‘the 
forked pear-tree’’ to draw attention to my case.”’ 


Questions of domicile, says a writer in the Journal of the Society of 
Comparative Legislation, have an infinite variety of interest because 
they turn on the infinite caprice of human intention. In a recent New 
South Wales case (Chen Chow v. Chen Chow) a Chinaman had 
emigrated to New South Wales at an early age, had been baptized in 
a Protestant church there, married a wife, and carried on business in 
the colony for thirty years, broken only by a two years’ visit to 
Western Australia; but in a casual conversation with a friend, when 
asked if he would ever go home, he had replied, ‘‘ Yes, me go home 
some day,’’ and on the strength of this remark the judge before whom 
the case came (it was one for divorce) held that the Chinaman had 
never abandoned his original Chinese domicile or acquired a domicile 
in New South Wales. His idea—so thought the judge—was to make 
as much money as he could in as short a time as possible and go back 
to China. But the New South Wales Court of Appeal took a different 
view. The Chinaman’s words were much too indefinite to “‘ outweigh 
actions which shewed an intention of permanent residence,’’ as Jessel, 
M.R., said in an analogous case of Douchet v. Geoghegan (9 Ch. TD. 441), 
4 case in which a Frenchman, during his twenty-nine years’ residence in 
England, had repeatedly declared his intention to return to France 
when he had made his fortune. Goldsmith, in some of his tenderest 
lines in ‘‘ The Deserted Village,” has witnessed to the yearning to go 
back to the scenes of childhood :— 


And as the hare when horns and hounds pursue, 

Pants to the place from which at first it flew, 

I still had hopes, life’s long vexations past, 

Here to return and die at home at last. 
The “ Me go home some day ”’ of the simple Chinaman was the same 
sentiment less poetically expressed; but it was a sentiment, not an 
intention—that is the point, and not to be taken as determining the 
choice of his domicile. 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 
ReoisTteags 1s ATTENDANCE ON 


Aprrat Court Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
No, 2, Joyor. Swivrew Eapy. 
Mr Real Mr Goldschmidt Mr Synge 
Greswell Bloxan Borrer 
Bloxam Farmer Beal 
Goldsshmidt Charch Bloxam 
Leach Greswell Goldschmidt 
Borrer Leach Farmer 


Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. 
Mr Borrer 
Leach 
Greswell 
Beal 
Bloxam 
Synge 


Rota or 
EMERGENCY 
Rota, 

3 Mr Leach 
4 Goldschmidt 
Ly) Borrer 
6 
7 


Date. 


Monday June 
Tuesday .......0 
Wednesday ...... 
Thursday. 
Friday . 
Saturday .... 


Synge 
Farmer 
Church 
Mr, Justice 
Eves, 

Mr Charch 
Farmer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 
Borrer 
Greswell 


Mr. Justice 
Paskes. 

Mr Greswell 

Church 

Leach 

Borrer 

Synge 

Beal 


Mr, Justice 
Warainartox. 


Mr Bloxam 
Beal 


Date, 


Monday June 
Tuesday ....0... 
Wedneaday...... 
Thursday 

Friday .... o 
Saturday ......... 


Synge 
Farmer 
Churen 
Goldschmidt 


Circuits of the Judges. 


The following Judges will remain in town: A. T. LAWRENCE, J., and 
HAMILTON, J., during the whole of the Circuits ; the other Judges till 
their respective Commission Days. 

Nortice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the 
Cireuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be 
taken on the first working day; in other cases the note appended to 
the name of the Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil 
Business will not be taken. In the case of Circuit Towns to which 
two Judges go there will be no alteration in the old practice. 


N. Easteay. 
Scrutton, J. 
Bankes, J 





MipLanp, 


\| Lora Uole:idge,| 


J. (1) 


Horridge, J. 


~» (Leicester |'"°° 


...|Northampton |. 


serecercercesssre. | cgcoscces 


Oxrorp. 
Hereford 


Phillimore 
Shrewsbury 


Li 


.. Worcester. 
Gloucester 


Western. 


Channell, J, (1 


,J. (1) Pickford, J. (2) 


Winchester 2 


.. Jalisbury 
:. Dorchester 


Darling, J. (2) 


Bucknil) 


Nortaery. 


N. Waes, 
Lus’, J. 
Newtown 
— 


. Carnarvon 


8. Wares, 


.. (Lampeter 


| 
Ridley, J. 


‘ ag ; 


| 





Bat. May 25 eauednasaneacsusnee 
munds 


Thure., May 30| Haverfordwest 
Wed., June 5 


Wed., June 12 


8. Eastrry, 
L.C.J. of 
England (2) 
Bray, J. (1) 


Chelmsford 





| 


20| Hantingdon 
3|Cambridge 


2 
25 
29 


” 
” 
” 


y 


y 
y 


y 
Wednesday 


SUMMER 
Thursday 
Friday 


ASSIZES, 1912. 

Saturday, May 16] ...........-csccccssse 
Wednerday : 

Thursday 

Wednesda 

Thursday 

Monday 


Monday 


Thursday 
Tuesday 
Wednesday ,, 
Thursda 
Friday 
Saturday 
Saturday 
Mrnday 


Commission Days. 
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How do your letters look 
when they reach your 
clients ? — 








Most any paper looks good when it comes 
from the printer. But the typewriter, the 
copying machine and the journey in the 
mail-bag all put the quality to the test. 





Chelfea Bank 


The letter-paper with a backbone 








It does not lose caste in transit. It is tough 
as parchment, as crisp as a new banknote, 
and has a snap that proves the strength of 
its fibre. Chelsea Bank is made in an 
agreeable azure shade and has a writing 
surface pleasant to the pen. 





Order th rough Stationer 


Samples free from W. H. Smith & Son 
Wholesale and Manufacturing Stationers 
Kean Street, Kingsway, London, W.C 














Royat Navy.—Parents thinking of the Royal Navy as a profession 
for their sons can obtain (without charge) full particulars of the regula- 
tions for entry to the Royal Naval College, Osborne, the Paymaster 
and Medical Branches, on application. Publication Department, Gieve, 
Matthews, & Seagrove, Ltd., 65, South Molton-street, London, W.— 


[Advt.] 


Way Pay Rent’? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temprrance Lire Assurance Co. (Limtrep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 5, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


June 6.—Mesers. H. E. Foster & Cranrrecp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, Policies 
Shares, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week), 

Jane 6.—Mesare. Savrar, Rex & Co,, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and Leasehold 
Honses and Shops, &c. (see advertisement, page iii, this week). 

June 10.—Meesrs. WearaeeAty & Green, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold and Freehold 
Business Premises (see advertisement, page iii, this week). 

Jane 11, 13, 27, and July 17.—Mesars. Farenroragr, Evi, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Properties, Residences, Sporting Estates, Building Land, &c. (see advertise- 
ment, back page May 18), 

Jane and July.—Messrs. Driver, Jonas & Co: Estates, &c. (see advertisement, back 
page, April 6). 

June 12.—Mesers. Eowiw Fox, Bousrixiy, Borwerrs, & Bappetry, at the Mart, at 
2: Freehold Properties and Ground Rents (see advertisement, page iii, May 25). 

June 12 and July 3.—Messrs. Dawret Surra, Son, & Oaxcey, at the Mart, at 2: Free- 
hold Agricultural Estates, Building Sites, Houses, &c. (see advertisement, page 557 
this week). 

June 14.—Messrs. Herxy Caarmaw & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Building (see advertise- 
ment, back pase, this week). 

June 19.—Mesars. Enwiw Fox, Bovsrirtp, Buanerrs, & Bapperey, at the Mart 
at 2: Freehold and Leasehold Residences and Shops, &c. (see advertisement, back 
page, this week). 

July 9.—Messrs. Dawret Surra, Son, & Oaxcerr, at Ashford, at 3: Freehold Agricul- 
tural Holdings, &c. (see advertisement, page 557, this wees). 


Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, May 24. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarrep rx Ceanorer. 


ADAMANT AND ASPHALTE, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, 
on or before June 17, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to George Collison Tuting Parsons, 120, Colmore row, Birming- 


BRITISH AND EGYPTIAN TRADING Co, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 5, 
to send their names and addres-es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
i Mr. Ezra Altaras and Mr. Ernest Hedworth, 4, South st, Manchester. Lawson & Co 
* Manchester, solors to the liquidat rs. , 
CORUXIN, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION),—Creditors ate required, on or before 
Jane 12, to send their names and addresses and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Albert F. Stoy, 120, London Wall, liquidator. 

E Izop & Son, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jane 8, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Albert St anley 
Oxborrow, 19-20, Temple chmbrs, liquidator. 

GEORGE May & Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented Mav 21, directed to be heard 
June 5. R Barnes, 53, Moorgate st, solor for the petnr. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 4 
GROSVENOR CLUB SYNDICATE Ltp.—Pet. for winding-up, presented May 21, directed to 
be heard June 5. Vernon Haigh Henderson, 119-125, Fiosbary pvmt, solor for the 
petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above named nos later than 6 o'clock ia 
the afternoon of June 4. 

GUILDHALL SYNDICATE, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to James 
Wild Martin, 110, Mansion House chmbrs, Queen Victoria st. Martin & Co, Iron- 
monger In, solors to the liquidator. 

“ LLoyD” CoprER Co, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, as regards creditors 
in Europe, on or before July 12, and as regards creditors elsewhere oa or before Aug 31 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
H. A. McMahon, Winchester House, Oid Broad st. Blackman, Gresham House, Vid 
Broad st, svlor to the liquidators. 

Sappok & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are requested, on or before June 10, to send in their names 
addresses, and particulars of their debts, to Chas. W, Silversides, 28, Great James st, 
Bedford row, liquidator. 

WHITLEY BAY FUN SHELTER Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before June 3), 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to Walter Reginald Rawlinson, King’s House, King st, Cheapside, liquidator. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 28. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ANGLO ADRIATIC SYNDICATE, LTD.—Petn for winding up, presented May 23, directed to 
be heard June 5 Lewis, 20, Bucklersbury, solors for the petur Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 4, 

BRITISH PATENT OxIpE Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 15, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John Toulmin, junr, 45, Fishergate, Preston, Lancashire, liquidator. 

CuAs. W. Dopson, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented May 22, directed to be heard 
June 5 J. A. Collins, 1, New sq, Lincoln's ion, solor to the petnrs. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
June 4. 

DIAMANTINO RUBBER PLANTATIONS, LTpD.—Petn for winding up, presented May 24, 
directed to be heard June 5. Chas. R. Enever, Broad st House, solor for the petunrs. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of June 4. 

H. J. H. SYNDICATE, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 1, 
names and addresses, and the particulars ot their debts or claims, to J. J. 
Finsbury pymt Hous ;, liquidator. 

KOLAWITCH Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before July 1, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Edward 
Gaskell Sackett, 1 Middle pymt, Nottingham. Turner & Co, Nottingham, solors for the 


to send their 


Snedden, 


liquidator. 

TAYLOR PLINSTON BroTHERS & Co, Lrp.—Petn for winding up, presented May 22, 
directed to be heard June 5. Henderson, 119--125,| Finsbury pvmt, solor for the petnr 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of June 4. 

WHITPIELDS FOREIGN PATENTS, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before June 29, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
W. L. Waite, 24, Coleman street, liquidator. 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 17. 


GEORGE WILTON, SON & Co, LTD, 
BIRMINGHAM LACQUER CO, LD. 

P. S. S. A., Ip. 

Kirey Bros, Ltp. 

ABERAVON FORAGE Co, LTD. 

TODMORDEN AND DisTRicT CARRIAGE Co, LTD. 
SoutH WALES Rinks, LTD 

Curusos, LTD. 

Grimes Bros, LTD. 

SAPPOK & Co, LTD. 

CANTERBURY AND PARAGON, LTD. 

Ou Trost? oF GALICIA, LTv. (Reconstruction). 
BARNES BRos, LTD. 

BATEMANS’ MACHINE TOOL Co, LTD, 

GOLDEN PIKE AND LAKE VIEW EAsT MIN&s, LTD 
PENHALONGA MINES, LTD. 

FOLGATE STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 

RaBOK (ENGLAND) MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 21. 


Joun Hover & Co., LTD, 

NELL AND Topp, Ltb. 

STRANGEWAYS MOTOR AND GARAGE Co., 
SUNBEAM Lamp Co., LTD, 

A. Butt & Co., LTD. 

NOTTINGHAM HIRE AND CATERING, Co., LTD. 
CATERING Co, LTD. 

HUMANITY SToRY-FILM Co, LTD. 

SAN ANGELO ALPINE SYNDICATE, LTD. 
G. W. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

A. H. ALEXANDER & Co, LTD. 
WARRINGTON RUBBER AND BELTING Co 
ASHANTI AND GoLp Coast UNITED LTD 
SANTA GERTRUDIS SOUTH, LTD. 
ANGLO-BELGIAN EXPLORATION SYNDICATE, LTD (Amalgamation), 
NORTH CAUCASIAN OIL FIELDS, LTD. 

SANITARY AND (ECONOMIC ASSOCIATION, LTD. 

SaANDOW CocoA, LTD. 

TRINIDAD NAVIGATION OIL SYNDICATE, LTD. 

F. E. Jongs & Co, Lt. 

CWMGELLY CoLLieRy Co, LTD. 

RHODESIA ESPERANZA, LTD. 


LTD. 





ham. Foster & Co, Birmingham, solors for the liquidator. 








SAVONNERIES AND PRopvuits Prima, Ltp. (Reconstruction). 
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Forthcoming Auction Sales by Messrs. 


DANIEL SMITH, SON & OAKLEY. 


On Wednesday, July 3rd, On Tuesday, July oth, 





On Wednesday, June 12th, 
At 2 p.m. At 2 pm. At 3 p.m. precisely, 


MART | 
se ee en | SALE at THE MART, TOKENHOUSE SALE at THE SARACEN’S HEAD, 
a J 
| YARD, E.C., in lots. | Ashford, 
| 


in lots, in conjunction with 


TOLLESBURY, ESSEX. 


At the > alt mg og agate River ; eight 3y order of the Mortgagees Messrs. W. AND B. HOBBS. 
miles from Kelvedon, on the main line of the | 
G.E.R., with light railway connection ; eight TEDDINGTON. 

miles from parece ond = oan ¢ olchester. | Within 10 minutes’ walk of the station on the 

THE VALUABLE | L. & S. W. Rly., whence Waterloo may be KENT. 

FREEHOLD AGRICULTURAL ESTATES, | reached in about 45 minutes; just off the tram 

Comprising route to London, Kingston, | and Hampton ASHFORD and the FAMED 
| Court, and within about a mile of the River 


MEL! HOUSE FARM, a | ROMNEY MARSHES. 


| 


With superior Residence, Two Cottages and | 
ample Buildings of a substantial character, | A FIRST-CLASS SMALL INVESTMENT | In the parishes of South Ashford, Warehorne, 


cert Une conn’ Seve end Gren Sand. | comprising | St. Mary’s, St. Martin’s, Orlestone, Ivychurch, 


good Grazing Marshes and Saltings, in all about | a ae 

‘ 201 Acres. 16 MODERN HOUSES, and Blackmanstone. 
being 

Nos. 8-38 (even) COLES HILL ROAD, | 

WICK FAR M, | substantially built of brick in pairs, with red- | FREEHOLD AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS 


| : , . » 
Acapital Holding with Farmhouse and excellent brick fronts and dressings, and slate roofs, and comprising 


Buildings for Dairying purposes. The land is | each containing similar accommodation, compris- 
po trey nisin all’ . HAMPDEN FARM, BEAVER, 


chiefly rich Grazing Marshes, and extends in all | ing two sitting rooms, kitchen and scullery on 
a | the gronnd floor, outside w.c., and four bedrooms, In the parish of South Ashford, with modern 
352 Acres, | w.c., bathroom, and a large attic above. Each 
and | with a good forecourt and a long garden in the | 
Two Enclosures of Arable Land, rear. | Pasture and a small amount of Arable Land, in 
‘tending ‘ . : , 
ee | Each beld for an unexpired term of about 82 | all abou 
exte nding to about I h held f | | } t > ll al t 
© . 50 Acres, ss | years at the moderate ground rent of £5 per | 
With Road a of about 1,950 feet, and | house. All now let and producing a gross | 51 Acres. 
offering ~ ; ; Ne 
_— . 
VALUABLE BUILDING SITES. a + 
The whole is let to one tenant till Michaelmas, Per £520 ann. 
1913, at Solicitors: Messrs. MONCKTON, Son & COLLIS, | TINTON FARM. 
Per £410 annum. 72, King Street, MAIDSTONE. In the parish of Warehorne, with old-fashioned 
SPLENDID YACHT ANCHORAGE, | Farmhouse and ample Buildings, together with 
Goop WILD FowLING. F 
Solicitors : good Pasture, excellent Hop and Arable 


Messrs. PEAKE, Birp, Couns & Co., | WALTHAMSTOW. 


6, Bedford Row, London, W.C. 


The Valuable 





Farmhouse and Buildings, together with good 








Land, in all about 


| Within 5 minutes’ walk of Wood Street Station, 173 Acres. 


with good train service to City. | 
| 
| 
| 





————-——- 


THE PARKER LAND. 


'In the parishes of Warehorne and Orlestone, 


VALE OF AYLESBURY. | an EXCELLENT SMALL INVESTMENT 


| 

4 miles from this important market towr, | comprising 
Tfrom the market town of Thame, and 6 from | pore: ea a stegep. 5D —— 
Risborough. | $ TERRACE DWELLING HOUSES, 

THE VALUABLE being consisting of good Grazing Pastures, in all about 


FREEHOLD AGRICULTURAL ESTATE | Nos- 22-28 (even) and 46-52 (even), | 
| BARRETT ROAD, | 92 Acres, 


known as | 


MORETON MANOR FARM, substantially built of brick with stone 
dressings and slate roofs, each containing two 203 acres of rich fatting and grazing 
embracing an area of about | sitting rooms, kitchen, scullery, three bedrooms, land. 
681 Acres | and bathroom, with forecourt and garden in the 
practically all G . ai t , | rear, Each held for an unexpired term of about | 
rac y all Grass in convenient enclosures, | . . e = ner £ 
with old-fashioned Farm House and Homestead | 89 years at - Ground Rent of £5 per re 
in the centre of the estate, besides other | each. With one exception, all now let on weekly 
convenient buildings. Good Cottage and Garden. | tenancies and producing a Gross Rental of 


Let till Michaelmas, 1913, at 
. i Per £254 16s. ann. 
Per £625 ann. | 


Solicitors: Messrs. CoLLYER-Bristow & Co., 


and about 
In the parishes of Dinton and Stone, and 


All let on Annual Michaelmas (old) Tenancies, 


Particulars may be had in due course, of 
Messrs. W. & B. Horns, Ashford ; and the 


Messrs. CRAWLEY, ARNOLD & Co., 
3, Arlington Street, W. 


| Solicitors: Messrs. MoNCKTON, SON & COLLIS, | Solicitors : 
4, Bedford Row, W.C. 72, King Street, MAIDSTONE, 


——— 





AUCTION AND ESTATE OFFICEs, where full particulars may be obtained— 


4&5, CHARLES STREET, ST. JAMES SQUARE, LONDON, S.W. 





June I, 1912, 
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MERCANTILE MINING AND GENERAL CO, LtD. 
L. V. SYNDICATE, LTD 

Way, Parsons @ Co, Ltp 

Cornrwe RHONDDA CoLLigry Co,:LTp. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY May 24. 


INOGRAPH MANUFACTURING Co, LTD 
BELL METAL MINING Co, LTD 

Bert MeTruam & Co, LTp 

GRYLLS Mines, Ltp 

Guipes Minine Co, Ltp, 

E. E. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

AGRICULTURAL ORGANISATION Socrety, LtTp 
MILFORD HAVEN STEAM TRAWLING Co, Lip. 
OMNIUM INSURANCE CORPORATION, LTD 
EMERALD AND PHOENIX Brewine Co, LTD. 
CANADIAN BRITISH ENGINEERING Co, LTD. 
EBENEZER Prior, Ltp. 

PILBARRA ASBESTOS Co, LTD 

8. T. PLA. TATIONS, LTD. 

WHITLEY KAY FON SHELTER Co, LTD 
BRITISH AND EoyrTiAN TRADING Co. LTD, 
NEW CITY FINANCI‘L ASSOCIATION, LTD 
PONTEFRACT ROLLER RINK Co, LTD. 

SWAN MILLS, L?TD 

FREEHOLD ALLOTMENTS. LTD 

RUSSIAN MINERALS (SocIETE D’ETupEs), LTD 
WINDERMERE GOLF CLUB BUILDING AND LINKS Co, LTD 
SWALLOW FISHING SYNDICATE, LTD., FLEETWOOD. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


Limrtep tm Omanoerr. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, May 28. 


NoN-EXPLostve Gas Co, LTD 

HiIGHCLERE Motor CAR SYNDICATE LTD, 

West INDIA COLD STORAGE, LTD. 

WALTER Baxter & Co, LD. 

SAMUEL AsHcKnorT & Co, LTD 

SHECLANDS COALING FRES" WATER & TRADING Co, LTD. 
New Empire Evecrric THEAT«ES, LTp. 
BONITA SYNDICATE, LTD 

RUILDING AND EsTaTES DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. 
PIERS CONSTKUCTION Uo, LTD 

WHITFIELDS FOREIGN PATENTS, LTD 

H.J.H. SYNDICATE 

CAPE TO CAtno, Ltp 

CONGLETON LIBERAL CLUB BUILDING Co, LD. 
Dictpo Iron Org Co, Ltp 

WELCH, BENHAM & Co, LTD. 

SMART, LTD 

ARCHIE E, SLACK, LTD 


Creditors’ 


Last Day oF Criaim. 


Lond m Gaz-tte.—Frway, May 24. 


Emraon, Jostam Sapien, North Walsham, Norfolk, Solicitor June 30 Simpson v | 
Empson, Warrington and Parker, JJ Empson, North Walsham | 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Faivay, May 214. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 
Bassaxo, Tuomas Anravur, Derby, Painter 
May 22 Ord May 22 
seecrorT, Watvarave Dennis, Riddlesden, nr Keighley, 
Yorks, Greengrocer Bradford Pet May 21 Ord May 21 
Bowen, Davio Daniet, Criccieth, Carnarvon, Fancy Guods 
Dealer Portmadoc Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Baomarap, Agtruua, Oswestry, Auctioneer Wrexham 
Pet May 3 Ord May 20 
Caretey, Wittram, jun, Lowestoft, Smackowner Great 
Yarmouth Pet May 20 Ord May 20 


Derby Pet 


Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 





Under 


22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 21. 


ARNOLD, MARY ANN, Halifax, Yorks July 1 Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 


ASTLE, FRANCIS, Bath June 17 Adam & Co, Bath 


BEAMENT, WILLIAM HENRY, 


Staplehurst, Kent June 22 Peltneee, Sb Albans 


BLATHWAYT, CHARLOTTE AMELIA, Bath June 17 Adam & Co, Bat 
CARTER, ELIZABETH, Liverpool July1 Harrison & Burton, Liverpool 


CARTER, SELINA, Boothtown, Ha'i‘ax May 21 
CHALLINOR, JANE, Pontesford Pontesbury, Salop 


Boocock & Soa, Halifax 
June 22 Hughes, Shrewsbury 


LARK, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Stamford, Lincoln, Corn Merchant June 13 Stapleton & 


son, Stamford 
CROUCH, FREOERICK, Tring, 


Herts, Farmer Jane 10 Crouch, Aylesbury 


DAVigs, ISHMAEL, Withington, Manchester, Coal Merchant June 15 Gardner & Co 


Manchester 


Draper, Joun Epwin, Charteris rd, Islington Immediately Saint, Finsbury Park, 


chmbrs, Strou i Green rd, Finsbury Park 
Duncan, GEORGIANA Rosson, Hipperholme, Yorks July 1 Clarkson, Halifax 
Forb, CAROLINE, Manchester June 24 Earley. Manchester 
GARDINER, JoHN Jon, Oxford July 1 Galpin, Oxford 
HALBEARD, ELIZABETH, Erdington, Warw.ck June 20 Campbell & Co, Warwick 
HALL, ROBERT, Staverton, Northampton Jane 18 WF & W Willonghby, Daventry 
HARRISON, ToM HuGH, Spring gr, Isleworth, Middlx June 23 Woodbridge & Sons, 
Sergeant's inn, Fleet st 


HATCHER, ROBERT, Bristol 


June 21 Jones, Trowbridge 


JAMES, MARY JAN&, Branksome, Dorset July 1 Spink, Bishop's Castle, Salop 
KFELLOW, GeorGce HENRY, Fulham rd, Ironmonger June 8 Keece, Essex st 

KRAMER, PETER, Liverpo>l, Master Mariner June 15 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
KING, SARAH FRANCES, Minehead, S merset June 3) Rashleigh & Co, Lincoln's inn 


fields 


LAKIN, THOMAS, Nottingham June 30 Burton & Briggs, Nottingham 
LAMDBDEN, HENRY WILLIAM, Crebor st, Vuiwich, Warehouseman July 6 Maxwe'l & 


Dampney, Bishops -ace 


MALPASS, |} ARTHA MARPLE, Old Trafford, nr Manchester June 17 Orrell, Manches‘er 


MANT, JAMES, Worthing, Butcher Jane 16 Holmes & Co, Lit. lehampton 


MARLEY, WILLIAM ,Monkseaton, Northumberland, Chemist 


Newcastle on Tyne 
NAYLOR, JOHN, Warley, or 
PARKIN, 

Slaithwaite 


ALLEN, Slaicthwaite, Yorks, Boot and Shoe 


June 24 Ryott & Swan, 


Rhodes & Evans, Halifax 


Halifax, Yorks July 1 
Maker June 21 Freeman 


PERKINS, GEORGE DUNCOMBE, Orton on the Hil!, Leicester June 24 Argyle & Sons, 


Tamworth 


PETERS, FRANCIS ALONZO, Boston, Mass, USA June 24 Bolton & Co, Temple gdns, 


Temple 


Pico T, HARRIETT Bouvert®, Brighton July 15 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

PiagoTT, MARIA FRANCES, Brighton July 15 Stackey & Co, Brighton 

Prick, WILLIAM, Fulwood, nr Pre:ton, Lancs June 18 Howarth, Preston 

ROSEN, FREDERICK, St Augustine’s av, South Croydon, Variety Agent June 30 Syrett 
& Sons, Finsbury pymt 

ROWELL, CHARLOTTE MARY ANN, Watford, Herts June 21 Fielder & Co, Lincoln's inn 


fields 


SACHS, GUSTAV, Mariborough hill, 8t John’s Word June 21 Williamson & Co, Sher. 


borne In 


SLAWSON, WILLIAM Prick, Lea Bridge rd, Leyton June10 Drury & Co, Lea Bridge rJ, 


Levton, Basex 


rd, Lambeth 


castle upon Tyne 


SMITH, RoBERT SIDNEY, Formby, Lancs, Cashier June 25 Pemberton, Liverooo!l 
SPEED, ALICE JEMIMA, High st, Clapham, Provision Dealer June 26 Sydney, Renfrew 


STRETTON, JOHN, Derby July 1 J & W H Sale & Son, Derby 
STURGEON, JOHN OSWALD, Newcastle upon tyne June 26 WJS&JAS Scott, New- 


SYKES, Rev EDWIN STANLEY, Boldon Colliery, Durham July2 Nelson & Co, Leeds 
LaYLoR, EDWARD, East Leake, Nottingham, Grocer June 24 For & Maoning, Notting- 


ham 


Manchester 








Cote, Epwarp, Ruabon, Denbigh, Commission Agent 
Wrexham Pet April 12 Ord May 21 

Conway, Gronce Emery, Lewes, Licensed Victualler 
Swindon Pet May 8 Ord May 21 


Creep, Eanzat Henay Fitmer, Throwley, Kent, Pork 


Butcher, Canterbury Pet May 22, Ord May 22 
Dasu, Georoe Henry, Cambridge, Engineer Cambridge 
Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
Dent, James Witson, North Ormesby, Yorks, Butcher 
Middlesbrough Pet May 29 Ord May 20 


ps Pinna, Herpert Atragp, Grosvenor st, Grosvenor sq 


High Court Pet Mar 21 Ord May 21 

Exvvama, Joun Onugrt, Seaforth, Lancs, Coal Agent Liver- 
pool Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Feancrs, Davin Caartes, Hafod, Swansea, Coal Merchant 
Swansea Pet May 20 Ord May 20 


Westosy, EDWARD JouN, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester June 22 Dixon & Co 


WINNINGTON-INGRAM, HARRIET ANNE, Ross June 20 Wilson, Bath 


Groves, Bertram Cartes Revsexetre, Bournemouth, 
Commission Agent Poole Pet May 2u Ord May 2) 
Guinness, Lewis Hart, Stockbridge, Hants, Brewer 
Southampton Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Lisseman, Simeon. Lower Wyche, Malve-n, Worcester, 

| Cab Driver Worcester Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Loxstoy, Henry Aytaxp, Kingstone, Hereford, Mason 

Hereford Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Mais, Frepertox Wri11aM, South Hayling, Hants Ports- 
mouth Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Percivat, Water, Great Guildford st, Southwark, Corn 
Merchant Greenwich Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Powert, Davin, Cefa Coed y Cymmer, Brecon, Groce: 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Powe.t, Georce Davenport, Hampstead High Court 
Pet Mar 29 Ord May 22 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MooRGaATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED in i890. 


SreRsamT, LONPom, 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent oa 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 


application. 


a perfected Mutual system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Powstt, Witmotr Norx, Wakefield. Licensed Victualler 
Wakefield Pet May ~. Ord yt y P 

Paossen, Richarp AcBert Surman, Birmingham, Surgeon 
Birmip Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Ricaanps, Tuomas, Lei N t Pet 
May 22 Ord May 22 





eta 


agps, THomas asees, Neath, Journalist Neath 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Seuway, Faanx, and Artaur Wicksox, jun, Kingston on 
Thames Kingston, Surrey Pet May 4 Ord May 21 

Susy, GeaNviLie aw oo Wilts, Grocer 
Salisbury Pet Mar15 Ord . ch 

fuatse, Eowix Heyry, New pate Publican 


Stoc' Pet May 21 Ord May’ 
gure, Fcorexce “Ty Branksome, Poole Poole Pet 
May 22 Ord May 22 
Sreapmay, Lzowarp, : hme Builder Coventry Pet 
May 20 Ord May 20 
Sravtt, Kpoar Henry, South Woodford, Essex, Job- 
master’s Chelmsford Pet "May 20 ord 
May 20 
Watters, Davin Morcay, Glanamman, Carmarthen, 
Confectioner Carmarthen Pet May 20 Ord May 2U 
Wess, A.raep, Caversham, Reading, cries eller 
Reading Pet May 21 Ord May 2 
Wrstwons, Harry Epoar y tm ng eee I of W, 
Carrier Newport Pet May 20 Ord May 
Wiuuams, Epmuuxp, New Tredegar, Men , 
T Pet May1 Ord May 21 
Wimzas, Tomas, Fordington, Dorchester, Blacksmith 
Dorchester Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Asnwontn, Joun, Burnley, Beamer June 4 at 3.15 Off 
Rec, Byrom st, Mancnester 
Beeceort, Watporave Dennis, Riddlesden, nr Keighley, 
Greengrocer June 1 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 
Bradford 
Bovay, Witt1am Henry, Bolton, Painter 
Off Ree, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Dewt, James Witsox, North Ormesby, Yorks, Butcher 
June 4 at 11.45 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 
pe Pixxa, Henpext Atrarp, Grosvenor st, Grosvenor sq 
June 4at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Eowaaps, Joun, Bodedern, Grocer June 3at2.15 Station 
Hotel, Holytead 
Eowaaps, Tuomas James, Killarney rd, Wandsworth, 
Timber Merchant June 6 at1l 132, York rd, West- 
minster Bridge rd 
Gases, Watter Henry, Hereford June 5 at 12.30 2, 
Offa st, Hereford 
Geoves, Bertram Cuaries Revsenetre, Bournemouth, 
Commission Agent June 3 at 11 ho Rec, Midland 
Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampto: 
Gumeess. Lewis Haxr, Stockbridge 
8 at 12 Off Rec, Midland 
Southampton 
Joxus, Wittram Grirrita, Blaenau —e Merioneth, 
Rockman Jupe 4 at 1 County Police bidgs, 
Blaenau Festiniog 
_—. — Sheffield June 6at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, 
effi 
Lissemay, Simson, Lower Wyche, Malvern, Cab Driver 
June 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Wor- 
cester 
Loxstox, Hewtry Aytanp, Kingstone, Hereford, Mason 
June 5 at 12.45 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Mansuati, Groner, Blyton, Lincoln, Farmer June 6 at 
12.30 ‘of Ree, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 
Maatiy, Faeperick, Swinthorpe, mr Snelland, Farmer 
June 7at 12.30 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoln 
Mitéuett, Joszru, Great Grimsby, Pontoon Labourer 
Jane 1 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Great 


June 4 at ll 


Fiante, Brewer June 
chmbrs, High st, 


Grimsby 
as, Harry, Loftus, Yorks, Joiner June 4 at 11.30 
Uff Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 
Pexcivat, Water, Great Guildford st, Southwark Corn 
Merchant June 6 at 11.3u 132, York rd, Westminster 


Powsit, Davip, Cefn Coed y Cymmer, Brecon, Grocer 
June 4 at 12 Off Rec, County Court, Town Hail, 
Merthyr Tydtil 

Powett, George Davenport, Hampstead June 5 at 11 
Bankraptey bidgs, Carey st 

Poweit, Witmorr Sens, Wakefield, Licensed Victualler 
June 5 at 11 Off Ree, $ 21, King st, Wakeneld 

Ricaaave, saines, Leicester, Newsagent June 1 at 12 

, Berridge st, Leicester 

SreapMay, jt Coventry, Builder June 2 
Oz Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Tayor, Wiuitam, Wirksworth, Derby, Farmer June 4 
at 12.80 Off Ree, 5, Victoria blég-, London rd, verby 

Watrexs, Davip Moraay, Glanamman, Carmarthen 
June 8at 12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bassayo, Taomas Artaur, Derby, Painter Derby Pet 
May 22 Ord May 22 
caorr, WaLpG@rave Dennis, Riddlesden, nr Ke’ ghley 
Greengrocer Bradford Pet May 21 Ord May z 
Bowsx, Davip Dawiagt, Criccieth, Carnarvonshire, = 
Goods Dealer Portmadoc Pet May 22 Ord May 2 
Casey, Wiu.uiam, jun, Lowestoft, Smackowner Great 
Yarmouth Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
Couz, Roserr Antuus, Edith rd, West Kensinton, Colonel 
High Court Pet April 18 ‘Ord May 21 
D, Eaxsst Henry Fituer, Throwley, —_, Pork 
Canterbury Pet May 22 Ord May 
Dasu, Groncs Henry, Cambridge, = _— 
Cambridge Pet May 20 Ord May 2 
Tt, James Wiisox, North rmesdy. an Butcher 
lesbrough Pet May 20 Ord May 
Bitaus, Joun Oxeect, seatorth, Lane, Voal a Liver- 
pool Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Peancis, Davip Cuaantes, Hafod, 8 a, Coal Merchant 
G; Pet May 20 Ord May 
an Heyry, Bournemouth, Suen Poole Pet May 
Ord May 20 
Gaoves, Banrasx Cuargtes Revpexetrr, Bournemouth, 
Ag Poole Pet May 20 Ord May 2) 


at ll 








Guiyvess, Lewis Harr, Stockbridge, seate, Brewer 
Southampton Pet May 20 Ord May 2 

Hitt, Jouw Carutes, Archway rd, Holloway, Builder 
High Court Pet Mar28 Ord May 21 

Jerrery, Faeperic Groror, Redcliff, Bristol, Hardware 
Dealer Bristol Pet April 22 O.d May 20 

K:xou, Jesse, Hankerton, nr Malme —, Wilts, Farmer 
Swindon Pet April 4 Ord May 

Krrsox, Heyry, Clayton, ae + RO under Lyne 
Pet Aprillz Ord May 

Kwyort, Brersry, Darnall, "sheffield Sh¢ffield Pet April 
29 Ord May 21 

Lissemay, Simeon, Malvern, a Cab Driver Wor- 
cester Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Loxstow. Heway Aytanp, Kingstone, Hereford, Mason 
Hereford Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Mais, Faepsricx Wititam, South Hesling, Hants Ports- 
mouth Pet May20 Ord May 20 

Martin, Gerap, ee Southampton Pet Feb 
26 Ord May 22 

Pearce, Caarvxs, Ashton under Lyne, Physician Ashton 
under Lyne Pet May3 Ord May 21 

Powe.t, Davip, Cefn Coed y Cymmer, Brecon, Grocer 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Powe.tt, Witmorr Nort, Wakefield, Licensed Victualler 
Waketield Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Prosser, Ricnagp Aubert Sutpmay, Birmingham, Surgeon 
Birmingham Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Ricaarvs, Tomas, Leicester, Newsagent 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Ricaarps, Taomas Anprew, Neath, Glam, Journalist 
Neath Pet May 22 Ord May 23 

Stipy, Granvittwe ALEXANDER, ay Wilts, Grocer 
Salisbury Pet Mar 156 Ord’ May 

States, Eowin Henay, New Millis, "Derby shire, Publican 
Stockport Pet Mayzl Ord May 21 

Suira, Frorexce Kare, Branksome, Poole Poole Pet 
May 22 Ord ~~! 22 

Sita, Tuomas, jun, Prestatyn, Flints, Wine Merchant’s 
Manager Bangor Pet Feb 27 Ord May 21 

Sreapman, Leonanp, Coventry, Builder Coventry Pet 
May 20 Ord May 20 

Sreutt, Evcar Henry, South Woodford, Essex, Job 
Master’s Manager Chelmsford Pet May 20 Ord 
May 20 

Surrox, Georar Lestiz Anprerw, Swansea, Automobile 
Engineer Swansea Pet Feb 9 Ord May 21 

Tayiok, Wittiam, Wirksworth, Derby, Farmer Der! y 
Pet May 10 Ord May 20 

Tursiver, Wittiam Epmunp, Leigh on Sea, Essex, Builder 
Chelmsford Pet April 23 Ord May 20 

Wa reas, Davip Moxcay, Glanaman, Carmenthenshire, 
Confectioner Carmarthen Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Wess, Ai raev. Caversham, Reading, Commercial Tsaveller 
Reading Pet May 21 Ord May 21 

Westuoee, Hanry Epaar Jeremian, Newport, Isle of 
Wight, Carrier Newport Pet May 20 Ord May 20 

Winzan, Lfuomas, Fordington, Dorchester, Blacksmith 
Dorchester Pet May 22 Ord May 22 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Bowk, GEORGE ARTHUR, pays ag Painter Stockton 
ou T es Pet May 23 Ord May 2: 

CASHMORE, THOMAS, Leamington, 
Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

COPELAND, JOSEPH BENJAMIN, 
Wycombe, Builder Aylesbury Pet April 
May 24 

DuBois, Rosk, Bishop's rd, Bayswater 
May 3 Ord May 24 

FORSYTHE, ‘1HOMAS, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Cycle 
Engineer Carlisle Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

GRIFFITHS, F R, Cecil ct, Charing Cross rd nigh Court 
Pet April4 Ord May 24 

IDDISON, JAMES FENTON, Kirby Hal’, nr Boroughbridge, 
Yorks, Draper's Traveller Northallertoa Pet May 23 
Ord May 23 

JONES, WALTER, Kingswood, nr Bristol, Farmer Bristol 
Pet May 11 Ord May z3 

JONES, WILLIAM GAMBLE, Carey House, Carey In High 
Coart vet April29 Ord May 24 

KENYON, HENRY, Manchester, ita a Vendor Man- 
chester Pet) May 28 Ord May 23 

KINCHEN, THoMAS, Brizenorton, Oxford, Coal Dealer 
Oxtord Pet May 10 Ord May 2 

LoMAX, JuSEPH, Ba:noldswick, Yorks, Cotton Manu‘ac- 
turer Bradford Pet May 9 Uid May 24 

MARTIN, BERNARD HENRY, Lindsey house, Shaftesbury 
av, Solicitor'’s Clerk High Court Pet Jan 24 Ord 
May 15 

PHELLIPS, GEORGE ERNEST, Sheffield, Accountant Sheffield 
Pet May lu Ord May 24 

PuGH, JOHN Rosert, Bryncrug, Towyn, Merioneth, 
Licensed Vicvualler Aberystwyth Pet May 1l Oru 
May 24 

QUILLINAN, MARTIN, Le’gh, Lancs, Coal Miner Bolton 
Pet May 72 Ord May 22 

SEVIER, JAMES, Poole, WVorset, Fish Salesman 
Pet May 17 Ord May 2% 

SMITH, JESSIX, Prestatyn, Flint 
O.d May 24 

Stusss, EvGar, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer North- 
ampton Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

THIRKELL, HOWARD, Trump st High Court 
15 Ord May 22 

WEALE, HERBRT, Leeds Leeds Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

WOOLLAsTON, GEORGE, Rockwead rd, South Hackuey, 
Suilder High Court Pet Mar4 Ord May 23 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

BASSANO, THOMAS ARTHUR, Derby, Painter June 6 at 
1l.30 Otf Rec, 5, Victoria pidgs, London rd, Derby 
CASELEY, WILLIAM, jun, Lowestoft, Smack Owner June 5 

at 1.30 Of Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
CONWAY, GEORGE EMERY, Lewes, Licensed Victualler 
June 7 at 12.15 Off Rec, 48, Regent circus, Swindon 
CREED, ERNEST HENRY FILMER, Throwley, Kent, Pork 
Butcher June 5 at 1.30 Off Rec, 68A, Castle st, 
Canterbury 


Leicester 


* Builder Warwick 


King’s hill nr High 
29 Ord 


High Court Pet 


Poole 


Bangor Pet May 1 


Pet May 





ELLAMS, JOHN ORRELL, Seaforth, Lancaster, Coal Agent 
June7atill Off Rec, Victoria st, Liverpool 

FRANCIS, DAVID CHARLES, Manselton, Coal Merchant 
June 6at 11 Off Ree, ‘Government bldgs, St Mary's 
st, Swansea 

JEFFERY, FREDERIC GroRGR, Redcliff, Bristol, Oil and 
Hardware Dealer June 5 at 11.30 Orf Rec, 26, Bald- 
win st, Bristol 

KRUSE, WALTER, Park, nr Truro, Fruit Grower June 8 
at 12 Uff Ree, 12, Princes st, Truro 

MAIS, FERDERICK WILLIAM, South Hayling, Hants June 
6 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
mouth 

QUILLINAN, MARTIN, Leigh, Lancs, Coal Miner June 8 at 
1L Off Rec, 19, &xchange st, Bolton 

SELWAY, FRANK, AND ARTHUR WICKSON, jun, Kingston 
upon Tham s June 6 at 2.3) 132, York rd, West- 
minster Bridge rd 

SEVIER, JAMES, Poole, Fish Salesman 
100, High st (firs. floor), Poole 

SILBY, GRANVILLE ALEXANDER, Wilton, Wilts, Grocer 
June 6 at 1 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

SMITH, FLOKENCE KATE, Branksome, Draper June 6 at 
2.30 100, High st (first fivor), roole 

WEALE, HERBERT, Leeds, Grocer June6at 11 Of Rec 
24, Boud st, Leeds 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bowk, GEoR7E ARTHOR, Darlington, Painter Stockton on 
fees Pst May 23 Ord May 23 

ConWAY, GeorGE Emery, Lewes, Licensed Victualler 
Swindon P:t May 8 Ord May 24 

ForRsyYrHe, fHOMAS, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Cycle 
Engineer Garlisle Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Ipp:sON, JAMES FENTON, Kirkby Hill nr Boroughbridge, 
Yorks, Draper's [ravelier Northallertoa Pet May 23 
Ord May 23 

KENYON, HENRY, Manchester, Newspaper Vendor Man- 
chester Pet May 23 Urd May 23 

McCARTHY, WILLIAM ALFRED, West Green rj, South 
Yottenham, Chemist Kdmondton Pe. May 2 urd 
May 22 

MATTHEWS, WILLIAM JAMES, Nottingham, Lace Mana- 
facturer Nottingham Pet May 6 Ord May 22 

MOLL, WALTER, Lucerne chmbrs, The Mall, Kensington 
High Court Pet Feb19 Urd May 22 

MOUSLEY, WILLIAM KEGINALD, >t James’ st High Court 
Pet Jani8 Ord May z2 

PERCIVAL, WALTER, Great Guildford st, Southwark, Corn 
Merchant Greenwich Pet May 20 Ord M y 23 

Pocock, ERNEST WILLIAM, Lower marsh, Lambeth, 
Clothier aud Oucfitter High Court Pet April 3y 
Ord May 2 

POWELL, p= A AUGUSTUS, 92, Hewitt av, Noel Park 
Middlx, Civil Service Clerk’ Edmonton Pet April 2 
Ord May 22 

POWELL, GEOFFREY DAVENPORT, Hill rd, 
High Court Pet Marzy Ord May 23 

QUILLINAN, MARTIN, Leigh, Lancs, Coal Miner 
Pet May 22 Ord May 2 

RIVETT-CARNAC, W, piceree, Hants High Court Pet 
Marl5 Ord May 22 

SzvIgk, JAMES, Poole, Vor-et, Fish Salesman Poole Pet 
May 17 Ora May 23 

SHIRLEY, ARCHIBALD VINCENT, Leckwith, nr Cardilf, Law 
Stauent Cardiff Vet Dec 15 Ord May 23 

Stunss, Epe@ar, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer 
Northampton Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

WEALE, HERBERT, Leeds Leeds Pet May 23 Ord May 
23 


June 6 at 3.15 


Hampstead 


Boltoa 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MAky, 1689 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


DRESS SUITS (Special Materials), 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


LEVuE SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 





BY AUTHORITY. 





Every requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use 


SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. OF#FIUIAL SEALS uesigned and executed, 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c, 
2, SERJEANTS’ INN, FLEET STREET, 
LONDON, E.C, 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Fued, 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


June 1, 1912, 





——e 





FIFTY-SECOND ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL 


OF THE 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


On THURSDAY, 


THE 


JUNE 6th, 


AT 


At 7.30 o’clock p.m. 


1912, 


LAW SOCIETY’S HALL, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 


The President of the Law Society (W. J. HUMFRYS, Esq.) in the Chair. 


R. Exrtert (Cirencester), Chairman. 


Sir Taomas Beartpor, London. 

E, A, Bowwon-Mavanice, Esq., London. 
G. Hotme Bower, Esq., London. 

8. P. B. Buexyrit, Esq., London, 
Watcrer Curesmay, Esq., Hastings 
Sir Homewoop Craawrorp, London. 
T. S. Curtis, Esq., London. 

Atrrep Davewrort, Esq., London. 

R W. Disp, Esq., London 
Water Dowson, Eaq., London, 
w.F 


Firapaatr, Eaq., London, 


LIST OF STEWARDS. 


W. E. Giutiert, Esq., London. 
Cuaries Gopparp, Esq., London. 

L. Gotppera, Esq., London. 

J. R. B. Greoory, Esq., London. 

T. Roraweit Hasiam, Esq., London. 
L. W. Norra Hicxury, Esq., London. 
Herveat Hunter, Esq., London, 

Sir Hewry J. Jounsow, London. 

W. G. Kiya, Esq., London, 

Ciauve Leatuam, Esq., D.L., Wakefield, 
Harry R. Lewis, Esq., London. 

Cc, G. May, Esq., London. 





Ricuarpd 8, Tarror, Esq. (London), Deputy-Chairman. 


G, Mostey, Esq., Derby. 

R. A. Pinsent, Esq., Birmingham. 
R. H. Purves, Esq., London. 
Tuomas Raw ie, Esq., London. 

J. E. W. River, Esq., London. 
Cuartes L. Samson, Esq., London. 
W. Astuve Suarre, Esq., London. 
Sir T. Sxkewes-Cox, J.P., Richmond, 
Joun R. Symonps, Esq., Hereford. 
R. W. Tweepie, Esq., London, 

W. Metwota Watters, Esq., London. 
W. M. Woopunovuss, Esj., London, 


The Secretary will be happy to hear from members of the profession who may desire to add their names to the above List of Stewards. 


DONATIONS and SUBSCRIPTIONS to be included on the Festival List will be gladly received. 
Dinner Tickets (25s.) may be obtained of the Stewards, or at he Offices of the Association, 2, Stone Buildings, Lincoln’s Iun, London, W.C. 


THOMAS. GILL, Seo) etary. 











THE CHURCH ARMY 


Farnestly asks Aid for its Extensive Work 
(Social and Evangelistic) on behalf of the 


OUTCAST AND DISTRESSED. 


120 LABOUR HOMES and similar inetitu- 

tions for reclamation of criminals, loafers, 

and social wreckage generally, male and 
female. 


YOUTHS’ HOMES. FARM COLONY. 


Numerous Probation Officers under Proba- 
tion of Offenders Act. FUNDS, Old 
Clothes, and Firewood Orders (3s. 6d. per 
100 bundles) urgently required, Also offers 


of VOLUNTARY SERVICE, 
LECACIES EARNESTLY REQUESTED. 


Cheques, crossel ‘‘ Barclays’, a/e Church 

Army,” to PREBENDARY CARLILE, 

Hon, Chief Secretary, Headquarters, 

55, Bryanston Street, Marble Arch, 
London, W. 














LAW ASSOCIATION, 
For the Benefit of Widows and Families of Solicitors in the 
Metropolis and Vicinity. 
INSTITUTED 1817. 
Supported by Life and Anaual Subscriptions and by 
Donations. 

This Association consists of Solicitors residing and prac- 
tising in the Metropolis or within tue Bills of Mortality 
and its objects are (amongst others) 

fo grant relief to the Widow and Children of any 
deceased Member, or if none, then to other relatives 
dependent on him for support. 

The relief afforded last year amounted to £1,643. 

A subscription of One Guinea per annum constitutes a 
Member, and a payment of Ten Guineas membership for 
ife. 

Application to be made to the Secretary, E. Evelyn 
Barron, 3, Gray's-inn-place, Gray's-inn, London, W.C. 


THE EAST LONDON CHURCH FUND. 


PRESIDENTS: 
THE BISHOPS OF ISLINGTON and STEPNEY. 


The object of this Fund is to bring more 
Christian Workers into East London, 
which has a working-class population of over two 
millions. It now helps to maintain 


215 Lay and 
205 Clerical Agents, 
and earnestly solicits belp by 


Subscription or Donation 
and Legacy. 


Secretary: Rev. H. A. E. STANUOFAST, M.A. 
Office: 70, Hamilton House, Bishopsgate, E.C. 


SE RS TN 
iss SMYLY’S HOMES 


and Free Day Schools 
FOR NECESSITOUS CHILDREN, Dublin. 


Evangelical, Scriptural Teaching Daily. Estab. HalfaCentury. 


BENEFITING OVER A THOUSAND CHILDREN. 
Financial help is earnestly invited, and will be gratefally 
received and acknowledged by The Misses SMYLY, 2:, 
Grattan-st., Dublin. Gifts of Clothing for the Children 














and Articles for Sales of Work are always welcome, 











INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 


Patron; His Majesty The King. 


The next Half-Yeariy Election wil! be held on 
Toursda,, May 3vth, at the Cannon Street Ho.e., when 
Twenty Infants will be elected, viz: Ten Boys 
and Ten Girls. 

The Chair will be taken at 11 o'clock precisely. 

Annual Subscriptions of Half-a-guinea, or Life Sub- 
scriptions of Five Guineas will entitle the Donors to give 
one vote to any child on the list. 

JOHN HILL, Treasurer. | 

Commrk. HARRY C. MARTIN, R.N,, 
Sec. and Supt, | 
Offices: 63, LUDGATE HILL, E.C, 


Dk. BARNARDO’S 
HOMES: 


NATIONAL INCORPORATED ASSOCIATION, 
f HIS MAJESTY THE KING. 
HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN, 
L HER MAJESTY QUEEN ALEXANDRA, 
President: THE DUKE OF SOMERSET. 
‘*No Destitute Child ever Refused Admission.” 
No Waiting List. No Voting. 

9,100 CHILDREN ALWAYS IN RESIDENCE. 
75,981 BOYS AND GIRLS HAVE PASSED 
THROUGH THE RESCUE DOORs. 

23,922 YOUNG PEOPLE EMIGRATED, 

98 per cent. are successful. 

Bequest Forms on application to General Secretary. 
Hon. Director: William Baker, Esq., M.A., LL.B. 

Hon. Treasurer: Howard Williams, Esq. ‘ 
Genera! Secretary: Claude Wright. 
Head Offices of the Association : 
18 to 26, STEPNEY CAUSEWAY, LONDON, E. 


PATRONS 











ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 





49, LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and 262, UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


Patroness: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN. 
President : THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD, G.C.V.0. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 

Number of patients weekly, 800. 
This Hospital has no Endowment. 
Help is earnestly appealed for to 
carry on the work. 


A Donation of £10 10s. constitutes Life Governorship. 
Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 











ship. 


DIN. 








